GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS
OF THE AUSCHWITZ CONCENTRATION CAMP

Dedication
Ernst Böhm (born 1911 in Oschersleben, Saxony-Anhalt, Germany, died on 5 January 1946) was one of the seven German officers of the Wehrmacht who were
convicted and executed/murdered in the Soviet Union after a show trial. They had
been wrongly accused of having participated in the Katyn massacre. For me, the
choice of this name as a pseudonym is a declaration of solidarity for those innocently persecuted. Metapedia writes in the entry about Ernst Böhm (accessed on
March 27, 2020):
“In December 1945, hence while the Nuremberg Trials were still unfolding,
Stalin staged a show trial in Leningrad against those Germans allegedly responsible for the Katyn Massacre. The following officers of the Wehrmacht
were sentenced to death at the end of this show trial: Karl Hermann Strüffling,
Heinrich Remmlinger, Ernst Böhm, Eduard Sonnenfeld, Herbard Janike, Erwin
Skotki, Ernst Gehrer. They were executed on 5 January 1946. Erich Paul Vogel,
Franz Wiese and Arno Diere were sentenced to 20 and 15 years of forced labor,
respectively.
Janike had ‘confessed’ to have carried out a merciless extermination order issued by Maj. Gen. Heinrich Remmlinger. [...] Officer Arno Diere, another defendant who was given forced labor in the GULag rather than the gallows after
his ‘confession,’ described before the Leningrad tribunal the murder of Russian
women, children and the elderly by the Wehrmacht, and explained that in the
Katyn Forest ‘15,000 to 20,000 people,’ including thousands of Polish officers,
had been shot and buried by German armed forces.
The Polish prime minister in exile Sikorski, who had inquired with Stalin about
the whereabouts of the thousands of Polish officers and who had urged the
British to acknowledge the truth, died in a plane crash near Gibraltar on 4 July 1943 under circumstances still unknown today.
For the Americans, one important fact spoke against a loud protest in the
Katyn case, namely that in the Katyn case the same Soviet investigators had
investigated and determined the ‘guilt’ of the Germans who had also investigated the Auschwitz Concentration Camp and had presented the gas chambers
to the world. […]
It is significant that a documentation by the Polish Red Cross from 1943, according to which the Katyn Massacre was clearly a Soviet crime, was marked
as ‘Top secret’ and hidden in a British archive until the Polish historian
Wladimierz Kowalski found it there in 1989 and published it in the Polish
weekly Odrodzenie that same year.”
https://de.metapedia.org/wiki/B%C3%B6hm,_Ernst
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Editor’s Preface
“We know this from the Holocaust
deniers: this is a highly selective reading.
They merely read what they want to read.
They pick out some details and try to
generalize them.”
— Prof. Dr. Norbert Frei (Bongen 2015b)

In early 1991, as a chemist, I was asked by the Düsseldorf defense
lawyer Hajo Herrmann to compile an expert report, which was to
be introduced as evidence in criminal proceedings against one of
his clients. The report was meant to clarify whether the Zyklon-B
mass gassings claimed for Auschwitz would have led to chemically
detectable traces in the walls of the alleged gas chambers, whether
such traces would have been detectable up to that time (1991), and
in case both conditions were met, whether such traces could be
found there.1
When the first version of my report was completed in early
1992, Hajo Herrmann’s defense team decided to prepare a few photocopies of it and mail them to some of Germany’s leading personalities and to some potentially interested professors. 2 Among the
latter was Prof. Dr. Werner Georg Haverbeck. After reading my report, Prof. Haverbeck wrote to me the following lines, among others, in a letter dated January 31, 1992:
“I count the reception of your study among the highlights of enlightenment that can still be experienced during this time. With
many colleagues in the field of contemporary history, I share joy
1
2

On the background of how my expert report came about see Rudolf 2016a.
For the current edition of my expert report see Rudolf 2017a.
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and gratitude for the research activity you have started and of
course especially with regard to the result of your correct scientific investigation.”
When Prof. Haverbeck died in 1999, his widow Dr. Ursula Haverbeck took up his legacy. For example, she was the deputy chairwoman of the “Association for the Rehabilitation of Those Persecuted for Denying the Holocaust”, a human-rights organization that
was banned as unconstitutional in 2008 by the German Minister for
the Interior.3 The current rulers in Berlin insist that belief in the
“Holocaust” is constitutionally required, although the exact opposite is the case. Here are Articles 4 and 5 of Germany’s Basic Law,
which is its surrogate constitution:
Article 4
(1) Freedom of faith and of conscience, and freedom to profess
a religious or philosophical creed, shall be inviolable.
(2) The undisturbed practice of religion shall be guaranteed.
[…]
It is therefore clearly unconstitutional to force anyone to profess
belief in anything. Further on we read:
Article 5
(1) Every person shall have the right freely to express and disseminate his opinions in speech, writing and pictures, and to inform himself without hindrance from generally accessible
sources. Freedom of the press and freedom of reporting by
means of broadcasts and films shall be guaranteed. There shall
be no censorship.
(2) These rights shall find their limits in the provisions of general laws [nota bene!], in provisions for the protection of young
persons, and in the right to personal honour.
(3) Arts and sciences, research and teaching shall be free. The
freedom of teaching shall not release any person from allegiance to the constitution.
The German law against historical revisionism – that is, Article 130
of the German Criminal Code – prohibits only certain views on only narrowly limited topics. This is therefore not a “general law”,
3

Cf. https://web.archive.org/web/20090618194629/http://www.bmi.bund.de/cln_104/
SharedDocs/Pressemitteilungen/DE/2008/05/bm_verbietet_rechtsextr_Org.html
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but clearly a “special law,” and such laws are expressly unconstitutional. And no matter what they try and how hard they argue, not
even the judges of the German Federal Constitutional High Court
can change that fact, even though they tried not too long ago.4
In addition, most revisionist publications are products of science
and research, and are therefore immune to any limits provided by
general laws. The Federal German judiciary, however, fundamentally and categorically bars dissident publications from recognition
as being scholarly in nature, but that too is not done after considering the fact of the matter but apodictically and without any evidence, indeed by means of the violent suppression of evidence, because anyone who tries to file a motion to submit evidence in German courtrooms will learn that, on principle, all such motions are
denied, and if a defense team moreover has the temerity to file such
motions in an attempt to substantiate the defendant’s historical
views, they can even expect to be prosecuted for it – including the
defense lawyers! Yes, in Germany you are FORBIDDEN to defend
yourself (or your client) in this matter with factual arguments! This
is clearly not the hallmark of a state under the rule of law!5
It is therefore the German Ministry of the Interior as the representative of the German executive, the German Federal Constitutional High Court as head of the German judiciary, and the German
legislature (Bundesrat and Bundestag) enacting such laws, which
have clearly proven to be unconstitutional! The only thing stopping
them from disappearing into oblivion is the fact that they forcibly
impose their politics on Germany at gunpoint. Those who don’t toe
the line simply are sent to jail. This is democracy German style!
Although Dr. Haverbeck could no longer work in the aforementioned, now-disbanded human-rights organization, that did not prevent her from expressing iconoclastic views on the Holocaust. The
4

5

Decision of Nov. 4, 2009, 1 BvR 2150/08; cf.
www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/pressemitteilungen/bvg09-129.html: “In general, restrictions to the freedom of opinion are permissible only on the basis of general laws according to art. 5, para. 2, alternative 1, Basic Law. A law restricting opinions is an inadmissible special law, if it is not formulated in a sufficiently open way and is directed right
from the start only against certain convictions, attitudes, or ideologies. […] Although the
regulation of art. 130, para. 4, German Penal Code is not a general law […] even as a
non-general law it is still compatible with art. 5, para. 1 and 2, Basic Law, as an exception. In view of the injustice and the terror caused by the National Socialist regime, an
exception to the prohibition of special laws […] is immanent.”
Or put differently: whenever we feel like it, we don’t give a shit about the constitution.
On the delusion of Germany being a country under the rule of law see my documentary
Germany, Country under the Rule of Law: Role Model or Illusion?, Rudolf 2017b.
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peak of her public impact was reached in March 2015 when the
German government-owned TV channel ARD, during its news feature Panorama, broadcast excerpts from a long interview with her,
in which Dr. Haverbeck had the opportunity to present her views to
an audience of millions.6 For this, she was later sentenced to ten
months’ imprisonment without parole (Feldmann 2015). Since she
refuses to shut up about this even while in prison, Dr. Haverbeck is
still incarcerated today, as I write these lines, at the age of 91. And
anyone who protests against this can join her behind bars right
away. You don’t have to look to China to find gross human-rights
violations by dictatorial regimes…
In the context of the present study, the relevant aspect of the
Panorama interview with Dr. Haverbeck is her repeated references
to a book by the Munich Institute for Contemporary History (Institut für Zeitgeschichte, IfZ), which contains the text of hundreds of
garrison and headquarters orders from the former Auschwitz Camp
on over 500 pages (Frei et al., 2000). Dr. Haverbeck repeatedly
quoted from this book during that interview in her effort to substantiate her revisionist views on Auschwitz. The main editor of the
book, historian Dr. Norbert Frei, was, of course, not pleased by this
utilization of his source edition (Bongen 2015b). Some of the reasons given by Dr. Frei in 2015 as to why he considers Dr. Haverbeck’s arguments to be wrong correspond to those already contained in the introduction to the source edition. They are therefore
listed and discussed in the main part of the present book.
Some statements by Dr. Frei, however, are not related to the orders issued by the Auschwitz camp administration and are therefore
not dealt with in the main part of this book, hence I will address
them here.
The following is a question asked by ARD journalist Bongen,
followed by Dr. Frei’s answer:
“[Bongen:] Right-wing extremists repeatedly refer to studies by
supposedly reputable scientists who deny the use of Zyklon B to
gas people. What is to be made of this?
Frei: These pieces of information, often even referred to as ‘expert reports’, written by alleged experts of the exact sciences,
6

Bongen/Feldmann 2015; Bongen 2015a; see also
https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x2sb0q6.
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regularly turn out, on closer inspection, to be ordered productions by sympathizers of Holocaust denial.”
That was a polemical jab against me and my expert report (Rudolf
1993/2017a). However, as a graduate chemist, I am undoubtedly an
expert of the exact sciences in the field in question. So why “alleged”? In addition, legal expert reports are always and without exception ordered, either by the court, by the prosecution or by the
defense. It is also obvious that an expert witness is sympathetic in
matters of fact (but not necessarily politically) to the views of that
party in a dispute whose views are closest to those to which the expert conscientiously and with the best of his or her knowledge has
arrived at. So we can turn the tables:
“These pieces of information, which are often even referred to
as ‘expert reports’ by alleged historical experts, regularly turn
out, on closer inspection, to be ordered productions by sympathizers of the Holocaust orthodoxy.”
Furthermore, many historians who do not officially question the orthodox teaching on the Holocaust always come to the politically
desirable conclusions because otherwise they would have to reckon
with the end of their career (as mine ended, or never started), and in
many countries even with imprisonment (cf. the statements of some
historians in the Appendix to Rudolf 2016). I myself have been
threatened by a judge with criminal prosecution as an expert witness in the courtroom should I dare to present my research results
to the court (see Rudolf 2016, pp. 105f.). Therefore, one would
even have to phrase it like this:
“These pieces of information, which are often even referred to
as ‘expert reports’ by alleged historical experts, regularly turn
out, on closer inspection, to be either ordered productions by
sympathizers of the Holocaust orthodoxy or perjurious false testimonies coerced under the threat of punishment.”
But no matter what the sympathies of an author are or whatever social group may be pressuring him, ultimately only the arguments
count, and this is something that orthodox historians such as Dr.
Frei don’t seem to recognize. In scholarly discourses, personal attacks and argumentative blows below the belt lead to disqualifications at best.
Another question put to Dr. Frei was:
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“Auschwitz deniers use the correction on the plaques at the
Auschwitz Memorial to prove that far fewer people were killed
in Nazi concentration camps. There was once talk of four million victims. After the collapse of the Soviet Union [1990], the
number of Jewish victims in Auschwitz was reduced by three
million – so the total number of six million Jewish victims
should have been reduced accordingly. What is your take on
that argument?
Frei: The number of around four million victims came about
immediately after the end of the war in 1945 through investigations and capacity calculations by a Soviet and a Polish investigative commission. This number was then adopted by the Auschwitz State Museum and was not corrected until the end of communist rule. Based on extant transport lists, however, Western
research has arrived at lower numbers already since the 1960s.
Based on the available sources, a minimum number of 1.1 million Jews murdered at Auschwitz is now considered to be certain; however, possibly up to 1.5 million people may have died
there alone. Since the opening of the Eastern European archives
in the 1990s, research on the total number of victims of the Holocaust has made use of previously unknown sources. International science has meanwhile been able to determine very precise figures for individual countries and subsections of the Holocaust, but is still dependent on estimates in some areas – for
example with regard to the executions by the SS Einsatzgruppen.
Today, a total of at least 5.6 and up to 6.3 million victims is assumed.”
The problem of excessive victim numbers and the related total
death toll of the Holocaust cannot be limited to Auschwitz. In fact,
the number of victims of almost every crime scene of the Third
Reich was greatly exaggerated at the end of the war and gradually
reduced during subsequent years and decades. Here are a few examples:

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

Camp

Death Toll of Yore
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Death Toll Exaggeration
Today
Factor

Auschwitz
4 to 8 million
1,000,000
Treblinka
3 million
800,000
Bełżec
3 million
600,000
Sobibór
2 million
200,000
Majdanek
2 million
78,000
Chełmno
1.3 million
150,000
Mauthausen
1 million
100,000
Sachsenhausen
840,000
30,000
Dachau
238,000
41,000
Totals
ca. 17.5-21.5 million ca. 3 million

4 to 8
4
5
10
26
9
10
28
6
ca. 6

On the sources see especially the section about the various camps in in Rudolf 2017c
and Mattogno 2016e.

We need to add to this the victims in all the other camps and ghettos not listed here, as well as the victims of the Einsatzgruppen in
the Soviet Union and Serbia. Accordingly, there have been claims,
especially after the war but also in subsequent years and decades,
that the Holocaust actually claimed many more victims than “only”
6 million, with 21 million being the upper limit as far as I know
(see Scott 2017).
What is striking about all the initial death-toll numbers is that,
without exception, they are significantly above what is assumed today. If this were a matter of simple errors, one would have to expect that these figures are equally likely to deviate upward and
downward from the actual value. Here, however, all the initially
announced official death-toll numbers have always been far above
the official numbers adopted today. That is clearly tendentious.
The same applies to the murder methods claimed for these
camps. In the second column, the next table lists murder weapons
that were claimed during or shortly after the war, but are no longer
claimed today. The last column contains the murder weapon
claimed today.
What may we learn from this? Reports and claims about the alleged extermination camps of the Third Reich were riddled with
exaggerations and inventions from the beginning. Given this, it is
irresponsible and extremely unscholarly to take any horror claims
about these camps at face value, and it is criminal to ostracize or
even prosecute skeptical doubters.
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Invented Murder Weapon

Auschwitz war gases, high voltage, gas showers, gas
bombs, pneumatic hammer, conveyor belt
Treblinka
mobile gas chamber, numbing gas,
unslaked line, hot steam, high voltage
Bełżec
subterranean murder chamber, unslaked
line, high voltage, vacuum
Sobibór
chlorine gas, black liquid, collapsible gaschamber floor
Majdanek
Zyklon B

Murder Weapon
Still Claimed
Zyklon B
Diesel exhaust
Diesel exhaust
engine exhaust
bottled CO

For Auschwitz see Mattogno 2018; for the other camps see the respective monographs
listed at the end of the present book: Treblinka: Mattogno/Graf; Bełżec: Mattogno 2016g;
Sobibór: Graf/Kues/Mattogno; Majdanek: Graf/Mattogno.

The situation is no different today than right after the Second
World War. The hysteria of the immediate post-war anti-German
hatefest has abated in the meantime, but it has only been replaced
by a hysteria of the anti-revisionist (“denier”) hatefest. After the
war, it was not a criminal offense to doubt or even refute atrocity
claims about the camps of the Third Reich, but this is exactly the
case in many countries today. The hysterical reaction of many if not
most people when anyone expresses doubt of the sacred Saint Holocaust or even commits the sacrilege of questioning the existence
of the very gas chambers themselves shows that one is not dealing
merely with matter-of-fact issues, but with doctrinally internalized
taboos.
After reading this critical review of the Auschwitz garrison and
headquarters orders, and what Frei and his colleagues have made of
them, the reader will understand when I judge these court historians
as follows:
“We know this from the orthodox
Holocaust liars: their interpretation of
the documents is based on a highly
selective reading. They merely read what
they want to read out of it. They pick out
some details, distort their meaning and
then try to generalize this.”
— Prof. Dr. Norbert Frei, paraphrased
***
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The present work on the garrison and headquarters orders of
Auschwitz is based on an initial overview compiled by an industrious German, which was posted under the title Kommandanturbefehle – eine Betrachtung (Headquarters Orders – A Reflection)
online in 2018 as a PDF file for downloading free of charge. The
author chose the pen name “Ernst Böhm.” His work has been greatly expanded, corrected and revised here. Out of gratitude for his
preparatory work, I include him as co-author of this book. I am not
revealing his real name here, because we all know that, as long as
the current repressive regime in Berlin prevails, everyone in Germany must fear for their existence, including, be it noted, Dr. Frei
himself, if they venture out to find the truth in this area of research.
Anyone who helps to open the eyes of any reader by virtue of such
work may protect themselves and their families from unlawful persecution when nevertheless publishing what they have found out.
I prefer such individuals many times over the kind of “patriots”
who boast of their patriotism in public, but who give this taboo topic a wide berth. For Germany, the Holocaust is the Mother of all
Taboos, paralyzing much of its society’s ability to address and resolve existential threats. Any German who does not deal with this
taboo betrays the rights and the survival of the German people.
These “patriots” gesticulate a little with blank cartridges and hope
to escape the system bullies’ condemnation and persecution. Their
own prosperity and a comfortable career are evidently more important to them than a secure future for their descendants.
Any government in Germany, no matter what color or flag it
reigns under, can only be a constitutional government and a German government if it unconditionally and without limits allows
discussion of all topics of the German past without any taboos. Because only this freedom enables us to find out the truth and make it
known.
Keep your eyes open, because only the truth will set us free!
Germar Rudolf
March 31, 2020
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Introduction

The Auschwitz Concentration Camp was just one of many concentration camps established in the German sphere of influence during
the National-Socialist regime. Back in those years, similar camps
were run by all belligerents, a fact kept hidden from public view for
purely anti-German propaganda purposes with the aim of discrediting Germany for all time and keeping it repentant and willing to
pay. The cloak of silence was spread over the actual death camps
that were set up for instance by the Americans, British, French and
Poles (keywords Rheinwiesenlager and Lamsdorf) where German
people – especially after the end of the war! – were crammed by
the millions, not for the purpose of slave labor, but to let them literally croak there.
In order to cover up the Allies’ mass crimes against Germans,
especially at the end of the war and afterwards, the “Auschwitz”
myth was created: Auschwitz is said to have been an “extermination camp”. School class after school class is forced to visit the
Auschwitz Museum in order to poison innocent, unsuspecting children’s minds and incite them against the German people – their
own people, if they are German students. Soccer players who see a
bulky wallet as their sole purpose in life will not oppose the expectation to travel to Auschwitz, and Christianity has abolished itself
and worships Auschwitz as a golden calf – the Holocaust has been
established as the new religion of the West.
The Auschwitz Museum is today the holiest of all the pilgrimage sites of this new religion. The sacred relics exhibited in it – artifacts shown in glass showcases that are said once to have been
owned by former inmates, such as hair, shoes or glasses – are abso-
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lutely no evidence for any mass extermination of the concentrationcamp inmates, contrary to all claims made by the museum. For example, if a mountain of shoes or hair clippings were evidence of
extermination, then brooms shown in a witchcraft museum could
just as well be evidence of the witch’s mischief, brooms with which
the witches flew through the air to meet the devil in order to fornicate with him; or if preposterous testimonies by camp veterans are
considered to prove anything in and of themselves, then many a
medieval testimony describing in minute detail the hideous copulation of witches with the devil would have to be taken at face value
as well. No, there have to be more conclusive facts on the table in
order to be able to assess whether Auschwitz was indeed an extermination camp or just a labor camp.
Such facts exist. The records of the Auschwitz Camp are very
extensive. Among them are the approx. 350 headquarters orders,
special headquarters orders, garrison orders and circulars that were
issued by the Auschwitz Camp authorities from 1940 to 1945,
hence during the entire existence of the camp. As will be demonstrated below, these orders warrant the assumption that Auschwitz
was a labor camp and that it was not an extermination camp.
On behalf of the Munich Institute for Contemporary History
(IfZ), these historical National-Socialist headquarters orders were
published in 2000 by five members of the IfZ in one volume under
the title Standort- und Kommandanturbefehle des Konzentrationslagers Auschwitz 1940 -1945 (Garrison and Headquarters Orders
of the Auschwitz Concentration Camp 1940-1945). In the introduction and in footnotes to many of these orders, the editors make an
effort to quell any doubts that may arise about the official version
of the Holocaust when reading these orders. However, this is an attempt that must fail due to the significance of the genuine orders of
the commanding officers of the Auschwitz Camp.
Ursula Haverbeck has recognized the historical significance of
these orders and has raised public awareness about them like hardly
anyone else. The fact that she was persecuted and jailed merely for
her peaceful opinion testifies to the totalitarianism of contemporary
Germany and at the same time speaks for the hypothesis of the
Auschwitz Labor Camp, because a regime that is secure in the truth
does not need to punish people for their diverging opinions, as hap-
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pens in Germany almost every day with the gagging Article 130 of
the German penal code.
***
On the citation method: At the end of each quoted order are the abbreviations KB for headquarters order (Kommandanturbefehl), SB
for garrison order (Standortbefehl) followed by the page number of
the book by Frei et al.
A digital version of the Standort- und Kommandanturbefehle for
downloading free of charge can be found on the Internet at:
https://archive.org/details/DarstellungenQuellenGeschichte
AuschwitzKommandanturbefehle1940Bis1945532S
Should this version be removed due to censorship measures, simply
visit the website of the present book at holocausthandbooks.com/
index.php?page_id=34, where we will always indicate where the
Frei book is currently available as a free PDF file.
This free PDF edition contains only the texts of the actual orders, hence none of the “comments” by the Institute for Contemporary History. The foreword states:
“‘The Institute for Contemporary History (IfZ) is an institution
established in Munich in 1949 under the name ‘German Institute for the History of the National-Socialist Period’ by the Allied occupiers and entrusted with the re-education of the German people under the guise of scholarship.’ (Source: Metapedia.org)
Since this institute is financed by the German people, and because the documents are orders issued by a German government
authority, the so-called ‘copyrights’ for the orders lie with the
German people!
The institute’s comments, which are meant to defame the German people and which by their nature meet the legal criteria for
treason according to §90f and §91b of the Imperial German Penal Code, are expunged from this edition!
We provide these genuine documents on German history free of
charge to all interested parties.
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Hereby we fulfill our duty, to make evidence of the inaccuracy of
all claims of the victors, which has come to our knowledge,
available to all peoples.”
The original edition of the Standort- und Kommandanturbefehle is
available in bookstores at a grossly inflated price. The high price
may be an attempt by the editors to make sure that this book remains hidden from ordinary people. This is one way the falsification of history works in a very simple way.
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1. Labor and Living Conditions

Given the context of the war years, the inmates’ working hours
were reasonable and not unconscionable.
From October 1940:
7 a.m. - 11.30 a.m. and 1 p.m. - 5 p.m. = 8 ½ hours (KB 6a/40,
p. 15)
From April 1941:
6 a.m. - 11.30 a.m. and 1.30 p.m. - 6.00 p.m. = 10 hours (KB
3/41, p. 28)
From April 1942:
6 a.m. - 11 a.m. and 1 p.m. - 7 p.m. = 11 hours (KB April 17,
1942, p. 126; see Document 4 in the Appendix)
From October 1944:
6 a.m. - 12 p.m. and 12.30 p.m. - 5 p.m. = 10 ½ hours (SB
25/44, p. 497)
From November 1944:
6.30 a.m. - 4 p.m. with a short lunch break = approx. 9 ½ hours
(SB 28/44, p. 513).
The working hours of SS members and civilian employees in the
camp’s offices were no less than those of the inmates (SB 29/44, p.
515). Besides, ask yourself how many hours a day many people
have to work today, in so-called peacetime, to make ends meet for
their family.
The following headquarters orders clearly show that an aim was
to preserve the inmates’ ability to work and not to destroy them.
The one excludes the other.
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Sunday Work
“It is planned that in principle there will be no Sunday work in
the near future for the concentration camp and the women’s
concentration camp. Provisionally, this regulation is in effect
immediately. In general, only urgently vital operations can be
considered by the labor-deployment administration for Sunday
labor in the future, such as: cattle, horse-stable and kitchen operations, etc. Furthermore, only for the execution of urgently
important repairs to facilities that are necessary for maintaining
the operations. This necessitates, and it is ordered herewith with
immediate effect, that the leaders of the work details be trained
carefully so that they are able, on the strength of the work performed by the inmates, to achieve the prescribed workload of
the week under all circumstances within the six full workdays
available during the week.
In this context is mentioned the fact that it has turned out so far
that Sunday work has contributed nothing to further the labor
goal, but that overall, employment on Sundays has resulted only
in setbacks and disadvantages in various areas. If the inmate is
to achieve a full workload, it is necessary that the inmate be sufficiently strengthened, rested and prepared for the respective
weekly workload. For this he needs to rest on Sundays. In this
regard, care must be taken to ensure that in the future the inmates absolutely have to bathe once a week, and that Sunday’s
rest is especially used to ensure that the laundry and all other
everyday items the inmate needs for his personal care be tended
to. Only after these goals have been achieved can full performance be ensured with regard to the inmates’ ability to work.
This approach also applies in a corresponding manner to horses
available for carrying out the present work. The animals also
must have a day off work during the week. It is expected that all
measures will be taken in order to implement the guidelines given above in future employment. All departments must make an
effort to adhere to these basic things, or else serious deficiencies in the abilities of humans and animals to perform have to
be expected, and there would continue to be major deficits due
to an overtaxing of these available forces, which would make it
impossible to accomplish the tasks given to the concentration
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camps in a way that fully serves the goals of the war economy
and which, through their contribution, are meant to assist in
achieving the end goal of today’s struggle, namely victory.” (KB
1/42, p. 125)
and:
“Urgent care must be taken to ensure that the inmates rest in
their beds after having their lunch, in order to ensure that lunch
is absorbed as much as possible to fortify the inmates’ ability to
work. With regard to the above-mentioned working hours, the
procedure is the same for external labor units, who are to spend
their rest period at suitable locations to be designated by the
unit leaders.” (Special Order of 17 April 1942, p. 127; see Document 4 in the Appendix)
This order was apparently not followed strictly, so again a year later:
“6. Sunday work for inmates
I prohibit that on Sundays inmate units are assigned to work
which is not absolutely necessary and essential. On this day, the
inmates are be be deloused, bathed etc., combined with the necessary change of clothes, linen exchange and mending. The
same applies to all satellite camps.” (KB 19/43, p. 279)
Maintaining the inmates’ ability to work also included respecting
their leisure time:
“8. Leisure time for inmates
Inmates who come from the night shift are not to be used for
other jobs. In order to maintain these inmates’ ability to work, it
is important to ensure that they have 7-8 hours of rest so that
they can start their work well rested.” (KB 4/44, p. 413)
Attention was paid to the personal needs of the inmates:
“6. Easter and Pentecost Breaks
In this regard, reference is made to the decision of the SS Administrative Main Office, Office Group D of December 14, 1942
and April 20, 1943, according to which all branch offices of the
economic offices working with inmates will be closed for business during Easter from April 24, 1943, 2.00 p.m., until and including April 25, 1943. Rest from work should be used to take
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care of the inmates’ personal needs and to tidy up their accommodation.” (KB 9/43, p. 256)
Inmates were deployed to work with aim and purpose:
“12. Inmate deployment
From now on, the inmates’ work assignments must be carefully
checked by the camp leaders. Above all, it should be noted that
every skilled worker is employed in his or her specialty, because
this is the only way to achieve 100% job performance. […] It is
also impermissible for skilled workers to be transferred from
one day shift to the next night shift by individual foremen without sufficient leisure time in between. I hold the camp leaders
responsible for ensuring that such a disregard for the necessary
rest period no longer occurs.” (KB 8/44, p. 468)
The following garrison order reveals that the concentration-camp
inmates’ work performance had priority:
“8. Checking the inmate units
Through personal observation over the past 14 days, I have determined that there are still more inmates working on various
units than are absolutely necessary. With reference to my Special Order of Feb. 14, 1944, I request all heads of department to
review their units by April 1, 1944. If I still find units after this
date where not all inmates are fully employed, I will withdraw
the inmates in question without further ado and will assign them
to work in the defense industry decisive for victory.” (SB 10/44,
p. 427)
Unauthorized diverted labor by inmates for SS members was prohibited so that war-related armaments industries could benefit from
the inmates’ full labor force:
“6. Unauthorized diverted labor
I have found out that SS members have had various objects
made by inmates, be this paintings or other alleged works of art,
such as tin roses, etc. Quite apart from the fact that the inmates
should be engaged in useful work, these activities irresponsibly
waste material that nowadays can be procured only with considerable difficulty. I hereby strictly prohibit such unauthorized
labor, and I will report every SS member, regardless of person
and rank, to the Reichsführer-SS for punishment who has such
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nonsensical and kitschy work carried out or commisssioned in
the future.” (SB 24/43, p. 303)
Furthermore:
“In the light of recent events, it is strongly emphasized that under no circumstances may inmates be entrusted with the transfer, cleaning, etc. of bicycles and motorcycles. I will severely
punish violators of this order.” (Special KB 8/43, p. 234)
Particularly diligent inmates were rewarded with various benefits.
Document 53 in the Appendix is a report by the Central Construction Office at Auschwitz to the camp headquarters for the purpose
of granting certain benefits to such inmates. This was not an exception, but the rule in cases of good conduct.
The actual living conditions of the inmates in the Auschwitz
Camp can hardly be gleaned from garrison and headquarters orders.
Other documents are much more suitable in this regard, such as the
harsh criticism of the garrison physician at the time, Dr. Eduard
Wirths, on the catastrophic living conditions due to the lack of hygienic and sanitary facilities. When Dr. Wirths took his post in the
Auschwitz Concentration Camp on September 6, 1942, he was
shocked by what he found there (Völklein 2005, pp. 40f.):
“Before my assumption of duties there it was explained to me by
the head of all concentration camps Gruppenführer Glücks, and
the head doctor of all concentration camps Standartenführer Dr.
Lolling, that my exclusive task in Auschwitz was to combat a severe epidemic of typhoid fever and typhus among the guards,
nothing else was to concern me. I discovered intolerable conditions for the prisoners. There was no running water, no proper
toilets, no means of bathing. The barracks in which the prisoners were quartered were unheated, overcrowded, and beds were
missing. Lice literally swarmed on the floors, clothes, bodies of
the people. The walls were black with fleas. The people in an inconceivable condition, wasted to their ribs, plagued with vermin, the dead lying between the living and the dying. Every day
hundreds of dead were carted off, often after lying for days
among the living. I was so spiritually demoralized that I soon
saw suicide as the only way out.”
The catastrophic conditions described by Wirths were reflected in
other documents, in particular in the death books from Auschwitz
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(Sterbebücher), in which every inmate registered at Auschwitz was
entered who died there. For example, of the Jews deported from
France to Auschwitz, most of whom were admitted and registered
there in the first half of 1942, only a minority were still alive after
one year. Thousands succumbed within a few months due to the epidemics raging in the camp, especially typhus (see Aynat 1998).
Dr. Wirths’s heroic, sustained struggle against the camp bureaucracy and the sluggish SS Reich leadership to improve living conditions in Auschwitz is well documented (see Mattogno 2004 &
2016a). One of the communist leaders of the inmates’ resistance
organization at the Auschwitz Camp, the later GDR official Bruno
Baum, even wrote in an unpublished manuscript that “Auschwitz
ended up being a model camp”. Baum bragged that this was the result of the atrocity propaganda about Auschwitz that he and his resistance comrades had written and transmitted outside the camp
during their detention at Auschwitz (see Bäcker 1998, FN 26; Rudolf 2017c, pp. 377f.). However, it does not emerge from the documents that the SS implemented the measures in order to improve
the camp’s image. Rather, the aim was to reduce the mortality rate
by all means and to increase the productivity of the inmates deployed in war-critical industries.

2. Cleanliness, Hygiene, Medical Care

Great importance was attached to the cleanliness and hygiene of the
inmates and their quarters:
“7. Cleanliness of the quarters
The camp leaders have to convince themselves of the cleanliness
of the guard and inmate quarters. They have to check whether
the quarters are properly darkened at night.” (KB 6/44, p. 438)
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“4. Camp-Internal Staff
During various inspections of the individual satellite camps, I
had to repeatedly complain to the camp-internal staff about issues such as bed maintenance, room and locker tidiness. The respective camp and unit leaders are responsible for the proper
implementation. […]
6. Inmates’ foot roll call
In each satellite camp, 10% of all beds are to be reserved for the
inmates’ infirmary. In addition, care must be taken to ensure
that the block elders, under the supervision of a block leader,
conduct foot inspections of the inmates three times a week in order to monitor injuries and the cleanliness of the inmates’ feet.”
(KB 2/43, p. 383f.)
Medical care was of course part of keeping the inmates healthy,
whether working or under arrest:
“6. Medical examination of inmates under arrest
I order that every inmate who is to be punished with arrest has
to be seen by a doctor. In particularly urgent cases, the doctor
has to be informed after the arrest. At the same time, I order
that female inmates working in households etc. are not to be
transferred to Birkenau for their arrest.” (SB 31/43, p. 321)
Here, too, the SS was not concerned with the inmates looking neat
and smelling good, but more specifically, as before, to limit the
spread of contagious diseases or to prevent them altogether.
The massive hygienic problems that the camp had to deal with
since its inception, particularly the Birkenau Camp, have already
been mentioned. At the beginning, both medical care of, and provisioning for, the inmates were similarly miserable, but in this respect
Dr. Wirths made massive progress as well. The documentation on
the medical care of the Auschwitz inmates is very extensive and
proves that from 1943 onward the camp administration and the
Reichsführung SS spared no expense or effort to raise the medical
care of the inmates to an exemplary level. The plan was basically to
transform Birkenau into a huge hospital camp where inmates from
all surrounding camps and companies would be admitted who
needed medical treatment.
This project, which was to be implemented in the so-called
Construction Section III of Birkenau, was halfway completed when
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it was abandoned in the summer of 1944 due to the war situation
(see Sections 2 & 3 in the first part of Mattogno 2016a). The scope
of this project – evidently beneficial for the inmates and described
with the term “special measures” (“Sondermaßnahmen”) – can be
seen from Document 50 of June 11, 1943 (see Appendix), in which
the number of barracks planned for the camp hospital in Section III
of Birkenau are listed, including 2 barracks for the guard detail,
whose members evidently were to be treated inside the camp as
well:
– 9 nurse barracks
– 1 pharmacy barracks
– 19 kitchen barracks
– 6 block-leader barracks
– 6 disinfestation barracks
– 6 laundry barracks
– 9 supplies barracks
– 4 post-surgery barracks
– 4 Barracks for internal medicine, severe cases
– 2 x-ray barracks
– 2 surgery barracks
– 111 barracks for normal impatients
– 4 storage barracks (effects)
– 2 guard-detail infirmary barracks
As the French Auschwitz researcher Jean-Claude Pressac correctly
pointed out, there is a fundamental “INCOMPATIBILITY in the
creation of a health camp a few hundred yards from four Krematorien where, according to official history, people were exterminated
on a large scale” (Pressac 1989, p. 512). While the former is an irrefutable, well-documented fact, the latter is merely an allegation
made by witnesses with at best questionable credibility.
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3. Provisioning

Sufficient food was necessary to maintain the inmates’ ability to
work:
“1. Provisioning at the satellite camps
When the SS garrison physician visited a satellite camp, it was
determined that there was not enough food. I hold the camp and
unit leaders responsible for ensuring that no such complaints
will occur in the future. If difficulties should arise, a complaint
should be made immediately to the head of administration and
to the leader of the protectiuve-custody camp, SS Lieutenant
Schöttl.” (KB 2/43, p. 383)
The following headquarters order proves that not only inmates, but
also SS members were punished with arrest for offenses, and that
no privileges were tolerated:
“10. Provisioning detainees
There is reason to point out that the supply of food to SS members who have been arrested is to be done exclusively in accordance with existing regulations issued for this purpose by the
headquarters to the members of the headquarters detention center as well as to the KTD[?] and the SS deathshead stormtroop
[guard detail]. The squads and companies are prohibited from
violating this regulation by delivering additional food for the
detainees to the detention center and from having it distributed
to the detainees. The KT[D] and SS Sergeant Gehring are responsible for the most-precise implementation of the enacted
provisioning regulations for the detainees. Should violations of
this continue to be encountered, the latter must expect the most
severe punishment.” (KB 9/42, p. 138)
Even during the last years of the war – or rather especially then –
everything was done to maintain the the inmates’ ability to work.
The prerequisite for this was health, which in turn was supported
by adequate food, proper clothing, protection from the cold and the
like. It is moreover interesting that, in the garrison order quoted below, the inmates are referred to as “people”: “If we have to
transport people (inmates)…” If the extermination of these inmates

30

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

had been decided upon anyway – be it by way of gas chambers or
working them to death – and therefore they were regarded as mere
cattle or waste, as is suggested by the anti-German propaganda,
then the order could have been simply stated: “If we have to transport inmates…”
“1. Inmate transports
If we have to transport people (inmates) to another work place,
all the necessary prerequisites for the maintenance of their ability to work must also be met for the transport so that their fitness for work as determined prior to the transport does not suffer from the transport. I once more order the following:
a) The camp commander bears the overall responsibility for
each outgoing transport.
b) As ordered, the selection (mustering) is carried out by the
camp doctor, the leader of the protective-custody camp and the
leader of inmate labor deployment; in case of transfers from one
camp to another also in the presence of the respective leaders of
the new camp where applicable. The leader of the protectivecustody camp is solely accountable to the camp commander for
the proper preparation of the transport up to the departure of
the train. This includes: providing adequate transport guards,
weapons (MPs) and sufficient food for them; for larger transports (more than 4 cars) an SS officer must always be assigned
as the transport leader. Furthermore and as ordered, proper
clothing and sufficient food supplies are to be taken along for
the inmates as well. When taking along food, the current traffic
conditions must be taken into account, so always provide extra!
It is not permitted to give the entire food supply to the inmates
at once. For resting, the transport train’s floor must be covered
with excelsior etc. Each car is to have a container with boiled
water or tea, a toilet bucket and secure lamp (stavle lanterns).
In the event of extreme cold, the railway cars must be equipped
with heating stoves by the Reichsbahn. As already indicated,
wrapping the feet and chest with newspaper is sufficient protection against the cold during moderately cold weather. I ask the
camp administration to procure the necessary transport equipment, if it isn’t already at hand, and to hand it over to the leader
of the protective-custody camp. Using a written confirmation,
the leader of the protective-custody camp hands over the trans-
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port equipment to the respective transport leader, who ensures
that the equipment is returned completely after delivery of the
transport. Before the transport train is loaded, the cars must be
checked thoroughly for safety by the leader of the protectivecustody camp and the transport leader. Any flaws found in this
regard must be remedied immediately by suitable skilled workers.” (SB 6/44, p. 403; see Document 37 in the Appendix)
In a special order of the Auschwitz Garrison dated February 14,
1944, Camp Commander Liebehenschel complained that the coordination of the inmates’ work assignment did not meet the war-related requirements, although:
“Every German person, especially the SS man, knows what the
war is about now. All workers and every hour of work belong to
armaments production and thus to victory. The implementation
of this requirement has the first priority when addressing all
other tasks, however necessary. It is now time to act accordingly; enough has been said about it. If here at Auschwitz over
12,000 inmates out of a total of around 41,000 working inmates
are employed for the maintenance of the camp operations etc.,
then this wasteful peacetime attitude toward labor is no longer
acceptable. Through lengthy personal observation, I have determined that at all workplaces – except at armaments factories
– far too many inmates are deployed who are not utilized, laze
around and are even taught to be lazy through incorrect job allocation and inadequate supervision. […]
The surveillance of the workplaces has to extend to the fact that
every inmate works continuously during working hours. Prisoners who do not work or do not know what to do [...] no longer
leave for work the next day and are transferred or handed over
to an armaments factory. On the other hand, as ordered several
times, everything must be done to maintain the inmates’ ability
to work. This includes that the inmate, after having done his
work properly, is also treated appropriately. Be the most important things stated again:
1. As before, there is only one roll call per day, which lasts no
longer than 10-15 minutes.
2. Leisure time serves to regain strength for labor, which includes adequate sleep. Unnecessary demands or even har-
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assment of inmates in their spare time has to stop. Violations
of this are punished with the most severe penalties.
3. Food must be given the highest attention, i.e. every inmate
really has to get what he is entitled to (extra rations for heavy
and very heavy work). In this regard, delivering packages also plays an important role. Well over 1 million parcels were
received at Auschwitz within 2 1/2 months. Recipients of
many parcels that contain perishable goods, which, as I have
convinced myself, they cannot consume alone, will [be told],
after proper intruction, to hand over [some of these goods] to
other inmates who are worse off in this regard, if they aren’t
doing this already.
4. The condition of the clothing must be monitored continuously,
especially footwear.
5. Relieve sick inmates promptly. It is preferred to have [an inmate] stay in the hospital for a short time with appropriate
medical treatment, and then in good health go back to work,
rather than to leave him sick at work for a long time without
him performing anything.
6. Relief of all kinds for the hardworking inmate, up to regaining his freedom, yet the severity of all punishments possible
according to the regulations for the lazy, incorrigible inmate.” (Special SB, pp. 410f.; see Document 38 in the Appendix)
Above all, this garrison order is incompatible with the official
claim of industrial extermination, because according to the official
version, which is largely based on literature published by the
Auschwitz Museum (Danuta Czech and others), the mass murder of
inmates is said to have peaked between May and late summer of
1944: between 10 and 20 thousand Jews were allegedly murdered
every day during that time, most of whose corpses were subsequently allegedly burned outdoors. In the acknowledgment of the
2000 book Standort- und Kommandanturbefehle…, the IfZ emphasizes the “great importance” of, among others, the former Auschwitz inmate and later director of the Auschwitz Museum, Kazimierz Smoleń. In the 1990s, this man traveled throughout Germany
where he told his tall tales to school students who were too young
to have any experience with such issues and therefore could not
evaluate his claims either. He reported to 90 “young people be-
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tween 15 and 18 years of age” at the “Vocational School for Individual Advancement at the Vocational Training Center of Central
Franconia”7 in Schwaig, Bavaria:
“In one day, 20,000 people were driven into the gas chambers
at Birkenau and burned afterwards.” (Nürnberger Zeitung, 15
Oct. 1996)
This is highly implausible, because the Auschwitz headquarters orders giving the preservation of the inmates’ ability to work a high
priority are diametrically opposed to the alleged daily murder of
20,000 potential workers. That does not make any sense.
Although there are numerous documents on the intention of the
camp administration and the Reich leadership to provide the inmates with sufficient food and clothing (see Subsection 1.7. in the
first part of Mattogno 2016a), this does not necessarily say much
about what it really looked like for the individual inmates on site.
Paul Rassinier reported that, despite sufficient provisions entering
the camp, many inmates in the camps in which he was imprisoned
(Buchenwald and Dora Mittelbau) starved because the internal inmate administration was corrupt, stealing, robbing and selling off
huge amounts of food, sometimes with the help of corrupt SS
members (Rassinier 2018). Auschwitz will hardly have been any
different in this regard.

4. Releases and Transfers

The previously cited Point 6 of the headquarters order, according to
which “Relief of all kinds” is granted “for the hardworking inmate,
up to regaining his freedom”, is of course in striking contradiction
7

Berufsschule zur individuellen Förderung am Berufsausbildungswerk Mittelfranken.

34

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

to the extermination theory, which is why the editors of the source
edition added the following footnote to this order:
“In reality, the prospect of freedom failed to work. No inmate
was released due to hard work. Despite repeated instructions
from the WVHA,[8] the idea of confining and punishing KL inmates took precedence over the efficiency of work.”
This is unambiguously a false statement, because “[a]ccording to a
publication by the Auschwitz museum, for example, over a thousand of 26,200 registered inmates were released from imprisonment while around 3,000 were transferred to other camps.” (Rudolf
2017c, p. 180; cf. Mattogno 2016a, Subsection 1.8.).
To this we have to add 800 inmates who, according to Footnote
71 on page 6 of the volume published by the IfZ, managed to escape:
“A total of around 800 inmates managed to escape from the
Auschwitz Concentration Camp – more than from any other
concentration camp; it is unclear how many Jews were among
them.”
The Italian researcher Carlo Mattogno has moreover demonstrated
that in 1944 and 1945 alone, more than 250,000 inmates were
transferred from Auschwitz to other camps (Mattogno 2006). With
a quarter of a million witnesses to a mass murder, secrecy would
never have been possible.
The following garrison order dated April 12, 1944, in which the
Camp Commandant Liebehenschel pointed out factors to be considered when preparing inmates for their release – some of whom
had been infected with typhus – proves that inmates were released:
“11. Releases and transfers of inmates from Concentration
Camp Auschwitz II
It has now repeatedly happened that inmates who were individually released or transferred from Concentration Camp Auschwitz II [Birkenau] came down with a disease dangerous to the
public (typhus) outside of Concentration Camp Auschwitz after
their release or transfer, despite having been quarantined. After
consulting with the SS garrison physician at Auschwitz, I therefore order that, in the interests of preventing epidemics and thus
8

SS-Wirtschafts- und Verwaltungshauptamt, SS Economic and Administrative Main Office

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

35

preserving public health, inmates may only be individually
transferred or released from Concentration Camp Auschwitz II
if they are grouped together with batches of inmates who are being transferred to another concentration camp. Individuals may
only be released or transferred from KL Auschwitz to a prison
or back home or any other location outside of Concentration
Camp Auschwitz, if they have been quarantined successfully for
21 days at Concentration Camp Auschwitz I [Main Camp]. This
means that all inmates to be released or to be transferred individually are to be transferred from Concentration Camp Auschwitz II to Concentration Camp Auschwitz I for implementation
of the 21-day release quarantine and then to be released directly
from Concentration Camp Auschwitz I without reentering Concentration Camp Auschwitz II.” (SB 12/44, p. 435)
Documents 49a&b in the Appendix may serve as particularly striking examples. These are the release forms for Jan Kristian and Janina Kimstacz from the Auschwitz Labor Education Camp dated 8
and 29 June 1944, respectively. We learn from it that the SS released people from the camp who could tell the world what was going on in the camp at that time. According to orthodox historiography, the alleged murder of the Hungarian Jews is said to have
culminated in June 1944, with around ten thousand victims every
day! But of course, this isn’t true.
Another particularly interesting case concerns 800 Auschwitz
inmates who were transferred to Majdanek Concentration Camp in
May 1943, as there was a special department at Majdanek for the
treatment of malaria patients (see Document 48 in the Appendix).
This document annihilates two myths. Malaria sufferers were unable to work in the long term due to poor recovery prospects and
therefore, if we follow orthodox mythology, should have been annihilated in the Auschwitz gas chambers. Evidently, however, that
didn’t happen. Instead, it was decided to transfer them to Majdanek
with great effort and to treat them there. Hence, the SS sent these
800 patients, who according to orthodox mythology would have
witnessed the mass murder in Auschwitz, to another camp so that
they could spread the “terrible secret” there?
Even the evasive rejoinder that these inmates were actually
gassed at Majdanek wouldn’t fly, because if there was ever an intention to kill them, it would have made no sense to send them
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elsewhere with great effort and food for the journey if there existed
plenty of homicidal gas chambers at Auschwitz. Every facet of this
document shows that the orthodox version of history is unsustainable from beginning to end.

5. Clothing

As emerges already from the previously mentioned garrison order
of February 14, 1944, great importance was attached to appropriate
clothing for the inmates (cf. pp. 31f. as well as Document 38, p.
145). The same topic had been addressed two months earlier:
“6. Inmates’ clothing
The camp leaders of the satellite camps have to ensure that the
inmates are properly dressed and provided with blankets, etc.
Notification of compliance to the headquarters: 10 Feb 1943.”
(KB 1/43, 2 Feb. 1943, p. 375)
The fact that protective clothing was also issued to inmates where
necessary is evident from the following order, which was issued in
connection with measures to prevent inmates from escaping:
“Addendum to Point 4.
In camps where protective clothing is issued to inmates by the
factory [where they work], care must be taken to ensure that this
clothing is always immediately marked under the supervision of
an SS member, so that there can be no confusion with civilian
workers, thus preventing any possibility of an escape.” (KB
8/44, p. 468)
Irregularities regarding benefits granted to inmates were investigated:
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“5. Benefits for inmates – bonus coupons
It can be seen from the report on the labor situation that various
armaments companies employing inmates pay very small bonuses to the inmates. Some camps were excluded from these bonuses altogether. The camp leaders have to determine instantly
why premium payments in January 1944 were so low or didn’t
occur at all. As soon as the individual reports have arrived, I
will personally contact the companies or construction contractors instantly.
Notification until 27 Feb. 1944.” (KB 4/44, p. 413)
Furthermore:
“13. Bonuses
The amount of the bonuses issued by the companies is still too
low in relation to the total number of inmates deployed. The
camp leaders have to keep in constant contact with the administrations of the companies in order to fully achieve the purpose
of paying out the bonus coupons.” (KB 6/44, p. 439)

6. Mistreatment of Inmates

Especially when it comes to the subject of “mistreatment of inmates,” the contradiction between the headquarters orders and the
official version of the Holocaust becomes insurmountable. The following applies everywhere and at all times: where people have
power over people, this power is misused by individuals, and injustices, mistreatment and even murder occur. However, the responsible commanders did not tolerate mistreatment of the inmates, and
even punished them severely. And this zero-tolerance policy and
the punishment of violators is strong evidence that there was no
plan to kill the inmates, and certainly not on an industrial scale. Be-
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cause if their extermination had been decided anyway, what plausible reason could there be to severely punish any abuse? The following headquarters states:
“7. Mistreatment of Inmates
It happened in a subcamp that inmates were beaten and sometimes maltreated by civilians with whom they were employed on
the same job, so that they had to be temporarily admitted to the
hospital. In cases in which cooperation with civilians is unavoidable, the camp leaders are responsible for order to be maintained, and they have to instruct the civilians again through the
factory [mangagement] about how to deal with inmates. On the
other hand, any abuse of an inmate by a civilian must be reported to me immediately.
On this occasion, I once more expressly draw your attention to
the existing order that no SS man is allowed to lay hands on an
inmate.
In the 5th year of the war, everything must be done to maintain
the inmates’ ability to work.
If an inmate commits an offense, a report must be submitted as
mandated.” (KB 4/44, p. 413)
In fact, every SS man had to sign a document when he took up duty
at Auschwitz with which he committed himself to abide by the following, among other things (cf. Document 45 in the Appendix):
“No member of the SS and no one who is obliged to serve in the
Waffen SS therefore has the right to lay hands on an enemy of
state or to abuse him physically. The inmate may be punished
only by the [camp] commandant. Similarly, executions to be
carried out in concentration camps may be carried out only on
the orders of the Reichsführer SS and by SS officers authorized
by him.”
This was not only on paper, and it did not only include SS men, but
also the inmates themselves, who assaulted their fellow inmates
much more often than the guards, as has been the case unfortunately at all times and in all penal camps and prisons around the world.
For example, the Auschwitz garrison physician Dr. Eduard Wirths
reported the following to the First leader of the protective custodian
camp of Auschwitz on 6 July 1943 (cf. Document 46 in the Appendix):
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“The Buna camp physician [of the Monowitz Labor Camp] has
informed the Auschwitz garrison physician that inmate 115385,
Richard J e d r z e j k i e w i c z, was admitted to the inmate
hospital with bruises to the left eye and the scalp, contusion of
the back of the left hand, and bruises on the buttocks.
J.[edrzejkiewicz] was mistreated with a rubber hose by the
block eldest of Block 24 (Buna), Inmate 113932 Otto Osterloh.
The Auschwitz garrison physician requests an investigation and
the punishment of the guilty party.”
Mistreatment of inmates was severely punished not only during the
war, but ever since the establishment of the first Nazi concentration
camps. This results from Instruction Sheet SS-TV/IKL9 No. 5 by
the then inspector of the concentration camps, SS Gruppenführer
Theodor Eicke, dated 4 June 1937 (cf. Wachsmann/Goeschel, Document 157):
“Mistreatment of inmates
SS Oberscharführer Zeidler has beaten an inmate in the meanest manner in the Sachsenhausen Concentration Camp as a result of sadistic impulses. He was demoted to SS man, permanently expelled from the SS and handed over to the judiciary.
This case is proclaimed as a warning example. During instruction classes, the consequences of mistreating inmates is to be
pointed out. A simple slap in the face already counts as a mistreatment. The punishments that a camp commander can impose
on unruly inmates are so severe and drastic that no self-administered justice is needed. The reputation of the protection
squad [SS] is kept in any case by the expulsion of the offender.
sgd. Eicke, inspector of the concentration camp and leader of
the SS-TV.”
Referring to this document, historian Nikolaus Wachsmann writes
in his book KL: Die Geschichte der nationalsozialistischen Konzentrationslager (pp. 128f.; Engl. edition: KL: A History of the Nazi
Concentration Camps, 2016):
“What was going on here? Were Himmler and Eicke serious
about cracking down on SS assaults in the concentration
camps?
9

TV = Totenkopfverband, unit of the deathshead squad; IKL= Inspektion der Konzentrationslager, inspectorate of the concentration camp
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What SS leaders really were concerned about was not the abuse
of inmates as such, but what a Himmler collaborator called, in
a telling side note, ‘unnecessary tormenting’ that violated decency or caused unrest. In order to prevent such acts, the SS superiors introduced two essential measures. First, they issued a
catalog of approved penalties for all concentration camps,
which largely followed the established practices of Eicke’s old
workplace, the Dachau concentration camp. Second, they regulated the implementation of these official penalties; only the
commander could order them. If the guards discovered an offense, they had to act according to these regulations. Instead of
assaulting the inmate themselves, they were to report the offense
in writing, following the official channels. Even the commanders were not allowed to make their own decisions. In order to
flog an inmate – the most severe punishment – they had to submit a written request in triplicate to the IKL.
Flogging inmates was a favorite punishment of the camp SS and
indeed of Himmler himself. Sticks and whips were often used already in the early camp history, because SA and SS men preferred to use torture tools rather than their bare hands; in this
way they could cause greater damage and keep the risk of injury
to themselves small.”
Apart from the obvious polemics of calling sticks and whips “torture tools”, this describes the situation at that time quite pretty accurately. The capricious despotism of subordinates was prohibited,
but the despotism of the system itself was organized in decrees, orders and penal catalogs with German thoroughness.
Incorrect treatment or even crimes against the native Polish
population by SS members were not tolerated either:
“14. Procurement of food in the local area
It has recently been discovered again that SS members of the
headquarters of the Auschwitz Concentration Camp have taken
the opportunity to try procuring, in part by inadequate means,
rationed food items in the area east of the Sola and west of the
Vistula River from Polish farmers residing in this area. This
concerns, among others, the towns of Bor, Wohlau, Jedlin, NeuBerun, etc. The recently issued order is again emphasized that
the necessary food stamps must be made available for buying

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

41

rationed food items. Attempts have been made to extract them
from the Polish farmers, at times by means of extortion. Such
actions will be punished relentlessly, and each case will be reported by the headquarters to the SS and police courts for prosectuion.
The police department of Neu-Berun has been instructed by the
headquarters to search every SS member who is found in this
area with packages and to examine the contents of these packages. The command is convinced that this reminder suffices to
eliminate such occurrences in the future.” (KB 9/42, pp. 138f.)
It has been adequately documented that the abuse of inmates by SS
men was prohibited and was punished in many cases (see Mattogno
2016a, Subsections 1.6. & 1.7.). This does not mean, of course, that
such mistreatment did not occur or only occurred rarely. The fact
that the SS jurisdiction carried out criminal investigations against
some camp commanders indicates that in some camps, including
Plaszow, Majdanek and Buchenwald, there were massive violations
of the law not only by ordinary SS men, but even by the camp authorities themselves.10
All this is apart from the fact that the arbitrary admission to
concentration camps without a conviction in a trial under the rule
of law is itself a kind of mistreatment – such actions were once a
criminal offense in Germany, called “deprivation of liberty while in
office” (Section 341 of the German Penal Code, now deleted) – and
all the more so if the living conditions in the camp drastically reduced the inmates’ average life expectancy.

10

See in this regard the statements by SS Judge Konrad Morgen before the Nuremberg International Military Tribunal (IMT, Vol. 20, pp. 485-515; IMT, Vol. 42, pp. 551-562)
about the investigation personally initiated by Himmler against numerous leading SS officers of the German concentration-camp system, as well as those by the head of the
Highest SS and Police Court Dr. Günther Reinecke (IMT, Vol. 20, pp. 415-481).
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7. Correct Behavior towards Inmates

If, by means of official and distorted historiography, it is suggested
that the SS guards ruled as cruel devils over powerless inmates,
then the following order tells us otherwise. As is otherwise common only in normal civilian life, the inmates even received monetary gratuities form their guards:
“7. Tips hairdressing salon.
The inmates in the hairdressing salons are over and over again
offered tips, although this is prohibited by repeated orders and
notices in the hairdressing salons. In the future, I will punish violations of this order as facilitation of escape with the harshest
penalties.” (SB 29/44, p. 516)
“5. Inmate escorts, work details of the FKL.[11]
There is reason to point out that it is completely out of the question and not SS-like if leaders of labor units from the FKL have
their lunch bags, tent sheets, etc. carried by inmates when leaving the camp and returning. It goes without saying that both unit
leaders and escorting guards carry their equipment themselves
that is part of their uniform, and that it is unworthy of an SS
man to use the help of inmates in order to transport this equipment. Rather, it must be demanded that there is only a strict and
professional relationship between the unit leaders and the escorting guards on the one hand, and the female instructors and
inmates on the other hand. If only the slightest relaxation is noticed especially regarding the relationship to the female inmates
identified above, the headquarters will take action with the
harshest and most severe punishments. It is not the female inmates’ purpose to provide any relief to the security guards, but
to work productively within the scope of the tasks at hand, and a
strictly defined distance must be maintained if success is to be
achieved.” (KB 10/42, p. 141, see Document 6 in the Appendix)
Furthermore:

11

FKL = Frauen-Konzentrationslager, women’s concentration camp
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“9. Picking up food by inmates
It is reiterated again that it is strictly forbidden to have inmates
get lunch, dinner, coffee, etc. Violations will be punished with
immediate transfer of the inmate from the office involved and
with the most severe punishment of the SS man concerned.”
(KB 21/42, p. 191)
SS members newly deployed to Auschwitz were instructed by
headquarters orders as follows:
“2. Instruction of SS members
In the light of recent events, it is pointed out again that all SS
members, especially after having been transferred here from
other units, are to be instructed immediately after their arrival
at Auschwitz by the unit leaders about the existing regulations
and provisions brought about by special circumstances. During
this instruction, it is to be pointed out that in particular offenses
involving military disobedience (prohibited interactions with
inmates, sexual intercourse with inmates, etc.) and military theft
(appropriation of inmate effects or effects of new arrivals) are
punished by the SS and police courts. As is known, the instruction must be documented and kept on file.” (KB 5/43, p. 224)
Eight months after this headquarters order, it was announced once
more that inmate possessions were untouchable:
“2. Inmate property
I have the occasion to point out for the last time that inmates’
property, no matter what it is (clothing, gold and valuables,
food and other personal items), and no matter where it is located or where it is observed, remains untouched. The state decides
on the use of the inmates’ property. In special cases, this property becomes state property. Anyone who seizes state property
turns himself into a criminal and excludes himself from the
ranks of the SS. I will ruthlessly turn over SS members who sully
themselves with such a dirty act to the SS court for prosecution.
I expect every clean, decent SS member – and that will be the
majority – to help with open eyes so that any rascal in our midst
can be removed quickly so that our ranks remain clean. The
state ensures for every German person today that he can lead a
decent life. It is therefore not necessary to go down crooked
paths. Those who find themselves innocently in need ought to
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turn to their nearest superiors, whom I hereby instruct to make
the most of the resources made sufficiently available by the
state. Such requests from my area of supervision are to be submitted to me for my personal decision.” (SB 51/43, p. 359)

8. Careless Interactions with Inmates?

The following headquarters orders show how careless the guards
were at times when dealing with the inmates, a behavior that would
have been near-impossible if continual mass murders had been taken place in the background, because in such a case the relationship
between the guards and the inmates would have been much too
tense and suspicious for even the slightest sloppiness to take hold
among the SS members. Attempts to escape would have been rarely
successful under these circumstances:
“2. Guarding the inmates
The chief of the Main Office has repeatedly observed, and recent events have demonstrated, that the members of the guard
units are often poorly aware of their duties and responsibilities
as guards. This is partly due to inadequate or missing instruction, partly due to the SS men’s ignorance or negligence. Frequent mistakes are conversations with inmates, especially on
transport vehicles, and an insufficient distance from the inmate.” (SB 26/43, p. 307)
Furthermore:
“16. Gun storage
It has been noticed that SS members unbuckle their pistol belt in
the barber’s shop and hang it with the pistol on the coatrack so
that inmates have an opportunity to grab the pistol. From now
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on, pistols are to be taken out of the pistol holster when the belt
is removed. The same applies to all other rooms where inmates
are present.” (SB 54/43, p. 372)
Furthermore:
“7. Behavior during guard duty
There have been repeated cases, despite multiple notifications
by the headquarters, that men read newspapers while on guard
duty and thereby did not pay attention to their inmate unit. The
same applies to talking to women. The individual man is guilty
of a serious safety offense and can ruin himself and his entire
family with this kind of unguardlike behavior.” (KB 2/43, p.
384)
Furthermore:
“3. Behavior while on guard duty
I have cause to report here a particularly serious case of gross
inattentiveness during guard duty as a deterring example:
A guard stood for a long time with his back to the inmates to be
guarded. Four of them observed this, overwhelmed this guard
together, snatched the rifle from his hand and made it unusable.
Then they managed to escape.
This unfortunate incident has become a case of thorough instruction for all companies so that, in the interests of the camp’s
and the guards’ security, such negligence never occurs again.
In another case, I had to have a block leader replaced, because
he irresponsibly walked prisoners out of the camp to the kitchen
and left them there unattended for long periods of time. If the
many instructions in the headquarters orders, as well as the
numerous instructions by the unit, post and camp leaders are
not enough to finally put an end to inmates escaping, then I will
punish any case of negligence while on duty – whether due to
lack of interest or lack of responsibility – with the harshest
measures in the future.” (KB 10/44, p. 498)
“5. Inmates’ attempts to escape
[…] To the camp commandants of the concentration camps Da.,
Sah., Bu., Mau., Flo., Neu., Au., Gr.-Ros., Natz., Nie., Stub.,
Arb., Rav., PoW Camp Lublin.
Within a short period of time, inmates were able to escape from
the concentration camp in three cases by means of a car with an
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SS license plate and in SS clothing, in one case even taking firearms and ammunition with them, in the latter case with an SS
officer’s coat and an SS officer’s hat. With such a disguise, 2 to
3 inmates were smuggled out of the camp in the motor vehicle in
all these cases. I ask the camp commandants, where they have it
already, to order once again that all vehicles from the camp area, in particular motor vehicles, are carefully checked. As is
usually done, a mere superficial glance is not enough to let the
vehicle pass when recognizing an SS hat or uniform. Every person not personally known to the guard – including SS officers –
whether on foot or in the vehicle, must be checked thoroughly
when leaving the camp area.
It is to be ensured by headquarters order and by ongoing instructions of the guard and security personnel that all unoccupied motor vehicles in the camp area (also those owned by people who are not part of the camp) are kept locked with the windows closed. When inmates carry out repairs on official SS vehicles, particularly close surveillance is required. Likewise, it
has been prohibited repeatedly to let inmates walk around in SS
quarters without surveillance. Uniforms and weapons must be
kept under lock and key at all times.” (KB 15/42, pp. 163f.)
Furthermore:
“2. Murder of an SS member by inmates.
On the occasion of the murder of the SS-Rottf.[ührer] Peter
Jarosjewitsch, the chief of the Main Office, SS Obergruppenführer and General of the Waffen SS Pohl, points out that no prisoner can be trusted, and at the same time he ordered that
1. the most important duty while on escort duty is to stay 6
steps away from the inmates, and that
2. escorting guards of external units who are equipped with rifles excusively have to carry the loaded and secured rifle under their right arm, resting it on the ammunition pouch.”
(SB 3/44, p. 394)
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9. Commendations

If an SS man prevented an inmate from attempting to escape, the
headquarters commended him. For the IfZ, this gives rise to the following politically correct but scientifically completely unsustainable claim in the introduction to the IfZ book:
“The details of everyday terror and murder practice also include commendations for SS members who ‘prevented’ the escape of prisoners by ‘very prudent behavior’: in the camp SS’s
jargon, this meant nothing other than that escapees were shot.”
This is pure speculation, because the subsequent commendations
show that attempts to escape were prevented with appropriate
means arising from the respective situation, including simply
through arrests. If an escape was prevented by use of a firearm, this
was also mentioned in the commendation. Here are a few examples:
“SS Private Wilhelm Danschke, headquarters’ staff, agricultural
department, managed to arrest a prisoner on 9 August 1941.”
(KB 21/41, p. 61)
“SS Private Karl Mathey, 2nd SS Deathshead Squad, prevented
an inmate from escaping by timely confiscating prepositioned
civilian clothes.” (KB 25/41, p. 68)
“SS Private Otto Müller, 3rd SS Deathead Squad, managed to
prevent an inmate who was already in civilian clothing from escaping, and he arrested him.” (KB 28/41, p. 73)
“SS Private First Class Fritz Rott, 1st SS Deathshead Squad,
and SS Private Johann Kamphus, headquarters’ staff, Department II, managed on 23 November 1941 to arrest an inmate
near the Sola River who had escaped on 22 November 1941
from the local camp.” (KB 33/41, p. 85, see Document 2 in the
Appendix)
“By behaving prudently, SS Corporal Carstens, 3rd Deathshead
Squad, managed recapture of an escaped inmate.” (KB 11/42,
p. 144)
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“4. Commendation
On 9 March 1943, while pursuing 2 Jews who hed fled from a
special unit (Sonderkommando), SS Corporal Jochum, 2nd
Squad, together with 10 members of the 2nd Squad, crossed the
Vistula River under the most-difficult circumstances and apprehended the inmates in the forest near Jedlin.” (KB 8/43, p. 251;
see Document 31 in the Appendix)
“I express my appreciation to SS Private Alexander Horschütz,
6th Squad, for his prudent behavior during the the attempted escape on 4 May 1943.
Thanks to his alertness, 2 Gypsies who had eloped from their
labor unit could be recaptured.” (KB 11/43, p. 263)
“I express my gratitude and appreciation to SS Senior Private
Anton Skryczowski, 2nd Squad, for his prudent actions and behavior when apprehending of a fugitive Gypsy inmate.” (KB
20/43, p. 281)
“I express my appreciation to the [three] SS members [...] for
particularly prudent behavior when arresting fugitive inmates.”
(SB 33/43, p. 327)
“I express my appreciation to
SS Corporal Basil Malaiko, 2nd Squad,
because his circumspect behavior prevented several inmates
from escaping.” (SB 54/43, p. 370)
“I express my special appreciation to the blockleaders of the
Jawischowitz Satellite Camp […]. Thanks to their prudence and
dutifulness, they managed to recapture the inmates who had fled
from the Birkenau Camp on 19 November 1943.” (KB 1/43, p.
375)
“In the above context, I express my special appreciation to
SS Staff Sergeant Lampert, 1st Squad, Concentration Camp
Auschwitz I
because his prudent behavior prevented the escape of an inmate
who was hiding on a truck.” (SB 20/44, p. 476)
“When recapturing three escaped inmates,
Police Staff Sergeant of the Reserves Wochnik and
Police Sergeant of the Reserves Werner,
both members of the 2nd Squad/2nd Police Guard Battalion
VIII, acted extremely carefully and skillfully. I express my special appreciation for the successful arrest.” (SB 23/44, p. 485)
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In the following four headquarters orders, escape prevention using
firearms is expressly mentioned:
“When an inmate attempted to escape from Dwory, SS Lance
Corporal Stolten, who was assigned to the unit as a block leader, behaved very carefully. He managed to thwart the escape
and shoot him in the process.” (KB 15/41, p. 51)
“I hereby express my appreciation for good service to the SS
members:
SS Senior Private Johann Antoni, 3rd Squad, CC Au. II and
SS Senior Private Hans Bartusch 3rd Squad, CC Au. II
and grant them 8 days of vacation at the SS lodge. As guards
and despite darkness, they successfully used their firearms during the attempted escape of 4 inmates.” (SB 22/44, p. 481)
Furthermore:
“I would like to express my special appreciation to the following
members of the SS for their prudent and determined behavior
while on guard duty: […] Because of their attentiveness, they
were able to use their firearms successfully and in good time,
thereby preventing the inmates from escaping.” (KB 10/44, p.
498)
And finally, here is an excerpt from a headquarters order that is not
included in the book by Frei et al.:
“1. Commendation
Corporal Richard Wolter, 4th Squad, used his weapon on 18
September 1945 as a guard at the large chain of posts against
an escaping inmate, thus preventing the escape.” (KB 23/44,
Auschwitz II, 22 Sept. 1944; GARF 7021-108-54 109; see Document 41 in the Appendix.)
It should also be kept in mind that the shooting of inmates at
Auschwitz was not without consequences – on the contrary. If a
prisoner died a violent death, this resulted in a criminal investigation by the responsible SS and police court against the perpetrator(s), even if they were SS men who had shot inmates while fleeing. These criminal investigations were generally shelved at the request of the headquarters of the Auschwitz Camp, since this type of
killing of inmates was legally permissible according to the legal
opinion at the time (see Document 47 in the Appendix; whether
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these killings were actually legal – especially from today’s point of
view – shall not be discussed here). But it is clear from this that the
SS at Auschwitz could not simply shoot inmates or otherwise kill
them without coming to the attention of the SS-internal criminal
justice system, which produced a lot of incriminating documents in
every single case. That rendered any attempt at keeping a “terrible
secret” futile from the start.

10. Prohibitions for Unauthorized Persons

The IfZ editors comment not only on the headquarters orders on the
prevention of inmate escapes in a reckless manner, but also on
those promulgating a ban on taking photographs in the camp or on
unauthorized persons entering the camp. Below we quote several
headquarters orders which the IfZ editors cite as circumstantial
proof for mass murders that presumably had to be kept a secret.
This reasoning is not justified, because at all times, including today,
at both military and civilian facilities, it is often prohibited to take
photos, entering them is highly restricted, and publicizing internal
information on an institution not intended for the general public is
also illegal. Of course, this does not mean that all these institutions
are trying to hide mass murders.
“1. Camp visits
Despite repeated warnings, SS members have repeatedly taken
female visitors to the camp or the canteen. I draw your attention
once again to the fact that it is forbidden without exception for
all SS officers, NCOs and rank-and-file men of the Auschwitz
Camp to take any visitors to the camp or the canteen.” (KB
4/40, p. 7)
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“10. Photographing executions.
Extract from the ordinance sheet of the Waffen SS of 15 July
1942, No. 246. Photographing executions inside and outside the
Reich territory is prohibited. It is also prohibited to have nonmembers of the Waffen-SS photograph executions. Permission to
produce recordings for official purposes can only be granted by
the heads of the state police (head) offices. If necessary, film exposed so far must be confiscated and destroyed.” (KB 13/42, p.
160; see Document 10 in the Appendix)
“7. Photographing in the camp area
For the last time, I draw attention to the various prohibitions
according to which any photographing is prohibited in the camp
area. The records department service is instructed to no longer
take private pictures with the exception of passport pictures required for administrative purposes. If individual SS members
want to have pictures in small numbers and in the simplest form
for special reasons, an application has to be submitted about
this to this office.” (SB 9/44, p. 422)
“5. Secrecy about all Facilities and Events in the Camp
As is known, all SS members of Auschwitz Concentration Camp
are instructed, obliged and sworn to secrecy with regard to any
facility and events in the concentration camp that come to their
attention during their service.” (KB 8/42, p. 130; see Document
5 in the Appendix)
What is to be made of the following garrison order? The editors of
the IfZ book are certain that it is a reference to “mass extermination”:
“2. Warning week
The security of the Reich at the present crucial stage of the war
demands unconditional conscientiousness and discipline from
every SS and fellowship member when it comes to handling all
matters and objects to be kept secret.
The so-called ‘Pst’ campaign serves to foster this discipline. It
begins as part of a warning week on 16 October 1944. [...] During the warning week, the unit leaders and department heads
are to give abundant instructions about the dangers of careless
blabbering. When doing so, it is to be pointed out that the duty
of confidentiality applies primarily to the SS members them-
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selves. Every blabbermouth has to be confronted with the warning word ‘Pst’ during this week. If, from the start of this ‘Pst’
campaign, ten percent of all SS and fellowship members confront the other ninety percent with the word ‘Pst’, and if the
meaning of this expression is understood, namely
‘Warning! Enemy is listening in! Don’t blabber! Be silent!’
then the action will be a success.” (SB 26/44, p. 499; see Document 43 in the Appendix)
This garrison order was issued on 12 October 1944, about half a
year before the end of the war, at a time when the war situation was
leaning more and more to Germany’s disadvantage, when the very
existence of the nation was at stake, and war production therefore
had the highest priority. The Auschwitz industrial region, in particular the Monowitz industrial area – with the Monowitz or Auschwitz III Labor Camp – was an extremely important production site.
Potentially war-deciding, basic chemicals such as methanol were
synthesized there.
But the British had decoded the German radio code already in
early 1942 (and found no trace of “gassing”! See Kollerstrom
2019), the Americans had landed in Italy a year earlier, in September 1943, and overflew the Auschwitz region on a regular basis
starting in spring 1944 with their reconnaissance planes, without
finding any trace of mass exterminations on the aerial photographs
made, and the factories at Monowitz had been bombed since August 1944 (see Rudolf 2018). Everywhere in Germany the slogan
“Pst! Enemy is listening in!” was repeated, not just at Auschwitz.
Even the editors admit this in their introduction, where we read (p.
vi):
“The latter [duty to secrecy] was practiced in October 1944
[…] during the ‘Pst Action’, a ‘warning week’ launched
throughout the Reich against ‘the dangers of careless blabbering’.”
If this slogan proves that gassings were carried out at Auschwitz, it
also proves that people were gassed everywhere in Germany. The
nonsense of such a conclusion is obvious.
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11. Delousing and Disinfestation

Numerous headquarters and garrison orders relate to delousing operations for inmates’ clothing and the disinfestation of guard and
inmate accommodations.
As is well known, lice are the carriers of typhus, a disease that,
along with typhoid and malaria, was epidemic in the eastern German-occupied territories since 1941/42, and to which most inmates
fell victim – especially toward the end of the war, when the infrastructure throughout the entire Reich had been destroyed to a large
extent due to the Allied carpet-bombing campaign, and essential
supplies could no longer be delivered.
Not even by the most extreme stretch of the imagination can any
hints about “human gassing” be interpreted in these orders, although the IfZ staff tried to do exactly that right at the beginning of
their book in the introduction, where we read:
“In August 1942, there was an accident at Auschwitz: an SS
man contracted hydrogen-cyanide poisoning while doing his job
on the camp grounds – not fatal but strong enough to incapacitate him temporarily. Rudolf Höss reacted immediately; the
camp commander issued a special order to his subordinates to
warn them that the gas recently used contained ‘less irritants’
and was ‘therefore particularly dangerous.’
Scenes like this – this was about handling of Zyklon B, which
had been used at Auschwitz for almost a year not only for delousing clothes, but also for killing people [hear ye, hear ye!] –
can be found in the documents presented here over and over
again. However, direct instructions on mass murder cannot be
found: even at the central location of the crime, the SS followed
its self-imposed rules of camouflage.”
For those to whom this subtle hint was not clear enough, Prof. Frei
helped out in an interview he gave in connection with the “scandal”
about the Panorama interview with Dr. Haverbeck. When asked,
“Why aren’t gas chambers ever really mentioned in these orders?”,
Frei replied (Bongen 2015b):
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“They are mentioned indirectly. An example: In view of a poisoning case involving an SS man, a special order was issued by
the headquarters on 12 August 1942. It points out that Zyklon B,
that is, hydrogen cyanide, was no longer provided with as much
irritants [as before]. It was no longer used only for delousing
clothing, but for other purposes, namely for killing people. Particular caution was therefore required. It stated verbatim: ‘particularly upon opening fumigated rooms, SS members without
mask must keep a distance of 15 meters from the chamber for at
least five hours. In so doing, particular attention is to be paid to
the wind direction. The gas now used contains fewer irritants
and is therefore particularly dangerous.’”
The respective special headquarters order is located on pp. 161f. of
Frei’s book (see Document 11 in the Appendix).
In this interview, Frei suggested that the fact that the type of
Zyklon B delivered to the camp at that time had smaller amounts of
irritants added somehow indirectly proves that this product was also used for mass murder. To understand how Frei comes to this fallacious assumption, the following background information is necessary:
The active ingredient of Zyklon B, hydrogen cyanide, is a volatile liquid that has a very mild but not unpleasant smell. However,
about a third of the population cannot perceive its smell at all. In
order to make the presence of Zyklon-B vapors noticeable for everyone, the manufacturers added a tear gas to the product. However,
the tear gas was not very volatile. In fact, it evaporated so slowly
that it was often too late when smelling it, because at that point one
could already have absorbed large amounts of the much easier and
faster-evaporating hydrocyanic acid. Knowledge of the added irritant could therefore give a false sense of safety.
During the war, all things became scarce and expensive, including tear gas. Wherever savings could be made, savings were made.
For this simple reason, the manufacturer reduced the amount of tear
gas in Zyklon B, and in certain cases it was even permitted to produce Zyklon B without the warning substance.
The fact that Zyklon B delivered to the Auschwitz Camp in
1942 contained less tear gas only proves that the manufacturer was
saving on this warning substance, but not that it was intended for
mass murder.
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Incidentally, the accident mentioned by Höss in his special order
of 1942 was not the only one that happened in the camp at the time.
Towards the end of 1943, another incident occurred that prompted
the garrison physician of Auschwitz, Dr. Eduard Wirths, to write
the following letter:
“According to a report by the disinfector commissioned by me,
SS Oberscharführer K l e h r , a civilian worker, in spite of
thorough instructions and reprimands, broke into a dwelling hut
by means of a duplicate key on Dec. 9, 1943. The hut had just
been fumigated, and he could only fortuitously and at the last
moment be prevented from stepping into the hut and thus saved
from certain death. […]
The SS Garrison Physician Auschwitz refers to the garrison order according to which no dwelling hut may be entered until it
has been cleared by the disinfector commissioned by me, SS
Oberscharführer Klehr, and that a sentinel has to be posted in
front of each fumigated dwelling until it has been cleared.”
(RGVA 502-1-28, p. 25; see Document 25 in the Appendix)
This incident was echoed in Garrisson Order No. 55/43 of 15 Dec.
1943, where we read (Frei et al., p. 380):
“10. Disinfestation
A special case prompts me to point out that all quarters (SS
family members, SS troop members, civilian workers, inmates)
where disinfestations are carried out are to be entered only after
they have cleared for reentry by the disinfector commissioned by
the Auschwitz garrison physician, SS Staff Sergeant Klehr, or his
deputy. The department in whose area a disinfestation is carried
out has to post a sentinel in front of the disinfested quarters until clearance (a block elder for the protective-custody camps),
who has to prevent entry into the disinfested quarters.”
A closer look therefore reveals that Frei’s assumption is completely
unfounded. And worse still: the special order issued by Camp
Commandant Höss, as quoted by Frei, and the letter by Dr. Wirths
prove that a whole series of witnesses lied with their post-war testimony, including Höss himself, who testified on 2 April 1946 during an interrogation by US personnel at Nuremberg (Friedlander
1982, p. 113):
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“Q. But was not it quite dangerous work for these inmates to go
into these chambers and work among the bodies and among the
gas fumes?
A. No.
Q. Did they carry gas masks?
A. They had some, but they did not need them, as nothing ever
happened.”
Another, similar statement comes from Richard Böck, a mentally
slow former SS man who was employed as a driver at the Auschwitz Camp. In his statement, he reports a homicidal gassing that he
claims to have witnessed. The many absurdities of his entire statement were discussed elsewhere (Rudolf 2003, pp. 470-472). Here
we limit ourselves to the part where he, like Höss, claims that no
gas masks were used to protect against the poison gas allegedly
used for the mass murder:12
“Finally, an SS man came, I believe it was a Rottenführer, to
our ambulance and got out a gas canister. With this gas canister
he then went to a ladder [… he] poured the contents of the canister into the opening. […] When he had closed the little door
again, an indescribable crying began in the chamber. […] That
lasted approximately 8-10 minutes, and then all was silent. A
short time afterwards, the door was opened by inmates and one
could see a bluish cloud floating over a gigantic pile of corpses.
[…] At any rate, I was surprised that the inmate commando
which was assigned to remove the bodies, entered the chamber
without gas masks, although this blue vapor floated over the
corpses, from which I assumed that it was a gas.”
Apart from the fact that hydrogen-cyanide gas is colorless rather
than blue,13 Höss’s special order and the letter by Dr. Wirths made
it clear that anyone – SS members and inmates – who entered fumigated rooms “without mask” would have been in mortal danger.
In fact, it would have been necessary, when not wearing a mask, to
“keep a distance of 15 meters from the chamber for at least five
hours.”
12

13

Interrogation of Böck during the investigations leading to the so-called Frankfurt Auschwitz Trial, ref. 4 Js 444/59, Vol. 29, pp. 6881-6883.
The probably background of this false claim is the German name for hydrogen cyanide:
Blausäure – blue acid; however, that name has nothing to do with the substance’s color,
but originates in the fact that it forms very stable blue pigments with iron salts, called
Iron Blue, Prussian Blue, Thurnbull’s Blue etc.
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Höss’s special order therefore pulls the rug out from under those
who seek to prove the existence of mass exterminations with poison gas at Auschwitz by referring to such mendacious witness testimonies.
Frei’s book contains a large number of orders referring to disinfestations of clothing and quarters using hydrogen cyande. 14 To
mention all of them here is beyond the scope of the present work.
One of the more-important and detailed cases, however, is the garrison order of 23 July 1942, issued at a time when the typhus epidemic raging in the camp had gotten completely out of control. The
drastic measures mentioned therein show the seriousness of the situation and reflect the catastrophic hygienic, sanitary and medical
conditions in the camp at that time:
“Due to recurring cases of typhus in the Auschwitz Concentration Camp, the following is decreed in order to combat the epidemic:
1.) A comprehensive camp lockdown is imposed. All members of
the SS living within the large chain of posts are not allowed to
leave the camp area.
2.) All SS members residing outside the large chain of posts sign
a declaration prepared in the headquarters, with which they
commit to always go directly from their quarters to their office
and vice-versa. Furthermore, they commit to change their laundry as often as possible, at least once a week, and to undergo
continuous thorough cleaning. After signing this declaration, it
must be presented to the garrison physician at the SS infirmary.
Upon submission of this declaration, a pass with a limited validity is issued by the garrison physician. After this pass has expired, a new pass must be collected from the SS Infirmary after
delousing and a physical examination. This order extends to all
SS officers, NCOs and rank-and-file men. The passes are issued
14

KB 2/42, 22 Jan. 1942, pp. 97-100 (cf. Doc. 3 in the Appendix); SB 19/42, 23 July 1942,
p. 155 (cf. Doc. 7 in the Appendix); SB 25/42, 14 Sept. 1942, pp. 174f.; KB 18/42, 25
Sept. 1942, p. 179; SB 28/42, 10 Oct. 1942, p. 186 (disinfection against typhoid fever; cf.
Doc. 18 in the Appendix); KB 30/42, 15 Oct. 1942, p. 189 (cf. Doc. 20 in the Appendix);
KB 23/42, 26 Nov. 1942, p. 197; SB 34/42, 3 Dec. 1942, p. 199 (cf. Doc. 23 in the Appendix); SB 35/42, 18 Dec. 1942, pp. 200f. (cf. Doc. 26 in the Appendix); SB 1/43, 8 Jan.
1943, pp. 208f.; KB 4/43, 2 Feb. 1943, p. 213; SB 2/43, 8 Feb. 1943, p. 219 (cf. Doc. 29
in the Appendix); KB 19/43, 27 May 1943, p. 279; Special KB 16/43, 23 July 1943, pp.
314f. (cf. Doc. 35 in the Appendix); KB 17/43, 30 July 1943, pp. 319f. (cf. Doc. 36 in the
Appendix); SB 2/44, 7 Jan. 1944, p. 391; KB 9/44, 6 Sept. 1944, p. 491.
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in the SS Infirmary from 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. and from 3:00
p.m. to 5:00 p.m.
3.) Family members of SS members residing within the large
chain of posts are not allowed to leave the camp area either.
Family members of SS members residing outside the large chain
of posts may not enter the camp area within the large chain of
posts. For SS members and families residing outside the large
chain of posts, one person from each family is authorized to go
directly from their quarters to their home [sic] and back in order
to obtain the family’s food and other everyday items. The condition for this is that the person concerned signs the same declaration as the one mentioned above for SS members with duty
stations inside the camp. Likewise, the same conditions for renewing the declaration are to be observed as mentioned above
for SS members.
4.) Family members of SS members who are visiting Auschwitz
and are within the large chain of posts are subject to the same
provisions as the SS members residing here, meaning that for
the time being they are not allowed to leave the camp area. The
family members of SS members outside the large chain of posts
who are visiting have to leave the Auschwitz area of interest,
leaving their home address at the SS infirmary, and return to
their home.
5.) An immediate holiday cancellation is ordered for all SS
members – officers, NCOs and rank-and-file men.
6.) Business trips can only be carried out if the items of clothing
to be worn during the business trip are handed in at a specially
designated location in the SS infirmary at least 36 hours before
the start of the business trip, and the person who is carrying out
the business trip is bathed and delaused in the infirmary before
starting the business trip, and leaves directly from the SS infirmary for the business trip.
7.) External visits for departments should be avoided or, if urgent, processed in the Waffen-SS building. In any case, visitors
who have to do business here may be received in the rooms of
the heads of department (commandant, chief of administration,
head of construction, garrison physician and also in the area of
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the HWL[15] etc.). They have to leave the camp directly without
stopping.
8.) In order to work on the construction sites in question, civilian workers employed by the construction office may only leave
and re-enter the camp at the checkpoint of the Hutta-Lenz
Community Camp, but only in closed formation and accompanied by SS members who are to be assigned for this by the construction office.
9.) The release and transfer of inmates to other camps must be
postponed until the lockdown is lifted.
10.) As of immediately, family health checks by the physician
will take place on Tuesdays and Fridays at 3 p.m. in the camp
school on the Sola.
11.) The number of SS members interacting with agencies outside the camp, such as food and other transports to and from
Katowice, mail receptions at Auschwitz, or SS members who
have to do business on an ongoing basis with railway and customs authorities, etc., has to be limited as much as possible, and
exclusively [...]. By signing a corresponding declaration in the
same form as specified in Section 2, the […SS member?] that
can be considered for this [commit?] to the special provisions
issued for this purpose and receive the above-mentioned limited
pass upon signing the declaration. They have to see a physician
at specific intervals for a health check. The department heads in
question must provide these SS members with a certificate stating that their work in relation to the duties to be performed outside the camp is of vital importance for the Auschwitz Concentration Camp. In this respect, the following can only be considered as head of department: the heads of Departments Ia, II, III,
IV, V, construction office, DAW,[16] HWL, Unit Zeppelin,[17] agriculture and the leader of the SS deathshead squads.
The passes previously issued on July 21st and 22nd, 1942 by the
garrison physician are voided with the new regulation mentioned above.” (SB 19/42, pp. 155f.; see Document 7 in the Appendix)

15
16
17

Hauptwirtschaftslager = main equipment repository of the SS garrison.
Deutsche Ausrüstungswerke = SS-owned workshops.
Training group for Russian collaborators for deployment behind the Russian front.
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This was followed by major delousing campaigns using Zyklon B
for weeks and months in a desperate attempt to eradicate the carrier
of typhus – the louse – which was reflected in a large number of
documents, not a few of which were mendaciously distorted by the
Holocaust orthodoxy as evidence for homicidal gassings.

12. Civilian Employees at Auschwitz

The Auschwitz Camp was swarming with civilian workers at all
times since it was established, meaning civilians who lived outside
the camp but were employed on various construction projects within the camp or in the camp’s various enterprises. Here are some orders reflectingthis fact:
“1. All civilian workers are prohibited from entering the canteens and House No. 7. Only civilian workers with specially
issued certificates are allowed to enter the canteen.
2. The green armbands of civilian workers are turned in to the
main guardhouse every evening. The SS New Construction
Office has to submit a list of all civilian workers, listed by
company, to the main guardhouse. The armbands must be
numbered consecutively. These numbers must be entered in
the list. It is the responsibility of the guards on duty to ensure
that civilian workers leave the armbands at the guardhouse at
night.” (Special headquarters order, 7 Aug. 1941, p. 60)
The main concern of the camp administration about the many civilians present in the camp was not that they could disclose secrets,
but that they could help inmates to escape, as can be seen from the
following two orders:
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“4. Dealing with foreign civilian workers
The fact that an increased use of foreign workers in all areas of
the economy cannot be avoided makes it necessary to emphasize
urgently that the [SS] men be extremely cautious when talking to
civilian workers. Off-duty interactions with foreigners must be
avoided under all circumstances.
5. Civilian workers within our camp
The civilian workers in our camp must be instructed to remove
their headgear each time they pass through the chain of guard
posts or the main guardhouse in order to check that they are not
prisoners who seek to flee in civilian clothes.” (KB 30/41, p.
77)
“6. Control of civilian workers
All enterprises and agencies affiliated to the Auschwitz Camp
employing civilian workers must instruct them in detail that it is
forbidden under threat of the most severe punishment to store or
set down items of clothing anywhere within the camp area
(large chain of posts) other than those civilian clothes with
which the persons concerned are clothed. The SS deathshead
squads require that all guards at roadside checkpoints receive
detailed instructions that, apart from the necessary daily food
allowances, no packages etc. may be taken into or out of the
concentration camp by civilian workers. The guards at roadside
checkpoints are instructed that civilians carrying parcels and
boxes must be stopped and that parcels and boxes must be
checked for contents by the checkpoint guards. In light of current events, this is meant to prevent that inmates can be assisted
to escape with civilian clothes in the manner described herein.”
(KB 9/42, p. 137)
How busy the back-and-forth and in-and-out of the camp actually
was may be gauged from the following order, which indicates once
more that the presence of civilians offered inmates opportunities to
escape:
“6. Horse-drawn carts within the camp area.
Considering the heavy traffic on the camp streets, it is imperative that all horse-drawn carts within the warehouse area stay
strictly on the right side of the road. Transgressions must be reported by unit leaders immediately. The guilty parties will be
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held liable for any damage caused if this order is not complied
with. SS members, civilian workers and inmates – insofar as
they deal with horse-drawn verhicles – are to be instructed in
detail about this.
7. Loss of camp ID cards.
Recently it has happened quite frequenty that ID cards of SS
members and civilian workers have been lost. Since this is conducive to the escape of inmates, individuals losing their ID are
held accountable with the most severe punishments. All SS
members and civilian workers are to be instructed accordingly
by the unit leaders or the construction office, respectively.” (KB
10/42, p. 142; see Document 6 in the Appendix)
The next order, which deals with the camp lockdown due to the
raging typhus epidemic in the camp, threatened civilians working
inside the camp with courts martial – not for breach of secrecy, but
rather in the case of poor hygiene!
“On the orders of the chief of Department D, SS Brigadeführer
and Major General of the Waffen SS Glücks, a complete camp
lockdown has once again been imposed on the Auschwitz Concentration Camp. The order by the department chief, transmitted by telex, states among other things as follows:
Due to the increased occurrence of typhus cases among SS
members, the previously approved relaxation with regard to
granting vacations have to be revoked again.
As a result of this situation, the garrison orders […] are in full
force again with the addition that […] civilians employed by the
construction office may not leave the camp under any circumstances either, or rather only if all hygienic requirements, as ordered at the time, are met. In cases of violations of the lockdown
regulations, I will bring every [non-compliant] civilian worker
before the cognizant summary court martial for judgment due to
conscious endangerment of public health.” (SB 2/43, pp. 218f.)
The following order is similarly drastic for the same reason:
“1. Because of the prevailing high risk of typhoid fever, it is ordered that receiving family members and visits in order to sort
out important matters, as permitted by the garrison order of 7
October 1942, is to be limited to the most-urgent cases and to
the shortest possible time. Family members living here and visit-
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ing for a longer period of time are strongly advised to get vaccinated against typhoid, including the children.
2. Civilian employees and workers may enter the camp only
through the main guardhouse and through the entrance and exit
at the Community Camp. The Birkenau Camp may also be entered exclusively through the main guardhouse. Other entryways
are strictly prohibited for civilian employees and workers. Anyone who approaches the guard chain more than 10 meters outside of the road checkpoints faces the risk of being shot at.” (SB
29/42, pp. 188f.; see Document 19 in the Appendix)
Many civilians worked in food-service operations at the Auschwitz
Camp, and the camp administration was worried about their health
as well, but not about them keeping any secrets:
“2. Examination for infectious diseases of the people employed
in the food-producing operations at the Auschwitz Camp
All male and female civilian employees in the food-producing
operations must undergo an X-ray pulmonary examination immediately.” (SB 30/43, p. 316; similar SB 55/43, p. 381)
The following order shows the extent to which civilian workers, including many Poles, were involved in types of interactions with
inmates, many of them also Poles, that were unacceptable for the
camp administration:
“18. Civilian workers in the camp area
In the camps under construction by Headquarters III, it cannot
be avoided that civilian workers are also employed within the
camp. The camp leaders, as well as the block leaders on duty,
must ensure that these civilians are supervised accordingly. It is
unacceptable that civilian workers who are employed at a specific construction site rove about the entire camp, if not properly
supervised, and do their usual barter business with inmates. If
this decree is once again ignored – especially if this is due to
negligence and lack of interest – I will replace the camp leader
and transfer him as a guard to the troops.” (KB 9/44, 6 Sept.
1944, p. 492)
How extensive the activity of civilian companies and civilian
workers in the Auschwitz Camp really was is shown by a compilation of all the civilian companies that had been active in the Auschwitz Camp over the years – 46 in total – and the number of civilian
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workers working there – around 1,000 at the turn of 1942/1943,
when the camp’s construction activities peaked. These figures are
drawn primarily from archived documents of the Auschwitz Central
Construction Office. This documentation is much more extensive
and meaningful than the camp headquarters’ orders transcribed by
Frei and colleagues (cf. Mattogno 2015 as well as Document 51 in
the Appendix).
In view of the busy traffic of the civilians working inside the
camp and the tens of thousands of inmates who left the camp every
day in order to work at enterprises outside the camp, thus coming
in contact with tens of thousands of other civilians there, it is absolutely implausible to claim that the camp SS ever would have
dreamt of being able to keep any event inside the camp a secret
from the world. Any “Pst! Enemy is listening!” slogans are only
laughable.
The fairy tale of secrecy receives its final death blow from a
special garrison order dated 10 June 1944, hence during the presumed culmination of the claimed extermination of the Hungarian
Jews, when around ten thousand Jews are said to have been gassed
every day and then burned primarily on huge pyres, which would
have have engulfed the entire area in stench and thick smoke. The
only noteworthy order during that period is the following:
“In order to finally prevent civilians from roving about the area
of the Birkenau Camp, I have deployed with immediate effect an
intensified patrol service by the local police company.
Its task is to closely check all civilians, including women who
are accompanied by SS men, for their identity cards. Suspicious
individuals are to be arrested and brought to the political department.” (SB of 10 June 1944, p. 457; see Document 39 in the
Appendix)
If the tall tale of the mass murder of the Hungarian Jews were true,
the SS would not only have thrown civilians without ID out of the
camp, but would not have let any civilians anywhere near the
camp. However, based on the analysis of Allied aerial photographs
from that period, it has ultimately become clear that no mass incinceration of murdered Jews occurred at that time, and therefore
no mass murder either (cf. Mattogno 2016, Rudolf 2018, pp. 97106).
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13. SS Family Members at Auschwitz

Many of the immediate family members of SS members working at
the Auschwitz Camp not only lived in the immediate vicinity of the
camp, but also had regular access to the camp itself. Other family
members came to visit for certain periods of time. This may be inferred from a series of orders, some of which are cited below:
“Re: Visit of the wives
I have noticed that recently SS members have let their wives or
even the whole family come here without my permission. I
would like to point out again that in every case, even if the visit
or stay is only for a short period of time, my personal approval,
stating the duration of the stay and where the visitor is staying,
must be obtained.” (SB 9/43, p. 242)
“Subject: Residence permit for families of SS members
SS Staff Sergeant Fritz Schlupper receives permission from me
to let his family come to Auschwitz from 14 April 1943 to 30
April 1943. Schlupper resides in House No. 132 with SS Lance
Corporal Müller.
SS Lance Corporal Josef Knaus receives permission to have his
family come to Auschwitz from 23 April to 2 May 1943. The
family resides in the house of the Waffen SS.” (SB 11/43, p. 245)
“I give the following SS members permission to have their wife
or family come to Auschwitz, namely:
1. SS Major Bischoff, visit of parents-in-law for a period of 14
days. Residence at: SS Major Bischoff
2. Chief Sergeant of the Police Bailer, visit of wife in the period
from 21 April to 5 May 1943. Residence: House of the Waffen
SS
3. SS Senior Private Willi Falkenburg, visit of wife in the period
from 21 April to 12 May 1943. Residence: house of SS Corporal
Jannsen.”
The names of thirteen more SS men follow (SB 12/43, pp. 245f.).
In that year, requests for family visits escalated:
SB 16/43, pp. 258f., for 18 families
KB 18/43, p. 276, for 4 families
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KB 20/43, p. 282, for 4 families
KB 21/43, pp. 285f., for 12 families
KB 22/43, p. 288, for 5 families
KB 23/43, p. 289, for 4 families
KB 24/43, p. 291, for 14 families
KB 25/43, pp. 293f., for 18 families
KB 26/43, p. 297, for 4 families
KB 27/43, p. 299, for one family
KB 28/43, p. 200, for 3 families
SB 24/43, pp. 304f., for 16 families
SB 25/43, pp. 306f., for 2 families
SB 26/43, p. 209, for 7 families
SB 29/43, pp. 313f., for 9 families
SB 30/43, pp. 317f., for 15 families
SB 31/43, pp. 321-323, for 20 families
SB 32/43, p. 325, for 10 families
SB 33/43, p. 328, for 13 families
SB 35/43, p. 331, for 5 families
SB 36/43, pp. 333f., for 10 families
SB 37/43, p. 336, for 5 families
SB 39/43, p. 340, for 8 families
SB 40/43, p. 341, for 5 families
SB 41/43, p. 343, for 7 families
SB 42/43, p. 345, for 4 families
SB 43/43, pp. 347f., for 4 families
SB 45/43, p. 351, for 10 families
SB 46/43, p. 354, for 4 families
SB 46/43, p. 354, for 4 families
SB 47/43, p. 355, for 2 families
SB 48/43, p. 357, for 9 families
SB 51/43, p. 362, for 3 families
A total of over 270 such visits are documented. In 1943, there was
in fact no topic that was dealt with nearly as often in garrison and
headquarters orders, and for which more paper and probably more
time was used than for the approval of applications by SS members
employed at Auschwitz for visits of family members. Any exhortation to preserve the claimed “terrible secrets”, however, is practically non-existent in these orders. In August 1944, the then camp
commandant Baer finally pulled the emergency brake:
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“5. Residency permit
The influx of families of SS members has reached such proportions that it is impossible to issue further permits. Any applications for assigning residences or residence permits for longer
periods of time are futile and will no longer be processed.” (SB
22/44, p. 482)
And here are two garrison orders clearly proving that family members of SS men entered and left the camp regularly and at will:
“On the basis of reports recently received here, I observe that
SS members, their families and also civilians did not use the
prescribed camp entrances, but rather simply passed the guard
chain at any given point in order to enter the camp area, although the guards tried to prevent this. Since the new chain of
guards has been set up as of Friday, 27 March 1942, I hereby
order for the last time that the camp and thus the chain of
guards may be passed only at the prescribed entrances – i.e.
where the checkpoints and barriers are set up. In case of violations, I will take the most stringent measures against those concerned. This order is to be announced to all family members of
SS families living here, as well as to all civilian workers.” (SB
12/42, p. 121)
The only thing to be prevented was that civilians and SS family
members enter and leave the camp in an uncontrolled manner. The
constant in and out of these people was neither criticized nor restricted. It was only to be done in an orderly fashion. This also may
be seen from the next order, which sought to limit the freedom of
movement of non-inmates in order to prevent the spread of infections, because the typhus epidemic raging inside the camp had gotten out of control:
“The following roads are to be used as entry and exit ways within the described area by members of the guard detail, and by civilian workers, as well as by family members of SS members
moving around inside the camp.” (SB 3/43, p. 221; see Document 30 in the Appendix)
Would you consider it romantic to take a walk around an extermination camp in full operation? Some SS men evidently thought so,
because:
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“4. Taking women for a walk within the chain of guards
I would like to point out again that it is strictly prohibited to
take women of SS members who are visiting here for a walk
within the chain of guard posts.” (KB 25/43, p. 292)
Although these SS family members naturally lived in the buildings
intended for SS members located outside the camp, it is very unlikely that an “industrial” mass extermination could have been hidden from them, despite the extensive camp area, especially given
the fact that they were sometimes granted access to the actual camp
area itself. If Auschwitz had been a huge extermination camp, it is
extremely doubtful that SS family members would have been given
permits to visit, and it would have been completely out of the question that they would have had access to the camp.

14. Visitors to the Auschwitz Camp

Visits and tours of the Auschwitz Camp were rather common, although not always approved, as indicated by from the following orders:
“1. Camp visits
In spite of repeated warnings, it has repeatedly happened that
members of the SS have taken female visitors to the camp or to
the canteen, respectively. I draw your attention once again to
the fact that it is prohibited without exception for all SS officers,
NCOs and rank-and-file men of the Auschwitz Concentration
Camp to take visitors into the camp or to the canteen.” (KB
4/40, p. 7)
Evidently, Auschwitz was a tourist attraction already before a museum was established there after the war, as the following garrison
order suggests:
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“2. Visit to the Auschwitz Concentration Camp
I have noticed recently that visitors were taken into the concentration camp, and that sightseeing tours were given to these
visitors, without my being informed. I would like to point out
that sightseeing tours to the concentration camp and to the entire area of interest of the Au[schwitz]. CC can only be approved by the chief of Office Group D.
If guests are visiting the individual heads of department, and if
there is an intention to show them the operations of the concentration camp, an application must be submitted to the headquarters in good time, so that approval can be obtained from the
chief of Office Group D for each case.” (SB 42/43, p. 344)
In actual fact, during the years when the claimed mass extermination is said to have taken place there, a host of official visitors from
the Reich visited the camp. As can be seen from extant documents,
these visits related to harmless aspects of the camp. None of these
documents shows that something was wrong with Auschwitz (see
Mattogno 2019, pp. 574-583).
All of this clearly proves that the camp administration never
tried to hide any “terrible secret” from anyone.

15. Children at Auschwitz

When children arrived at the Auschwitz Camp, almost all of them
were Jews who had been deported along with their families. According to the official narrative, these children, if they were under
the age of 14, were without exception gassed on arrival as “unfit
for work”. The many entries of Jewish children in the Auschwitz
Death Books (Sterbebücher), however, which were properly registered in the camp and then died later mostly of illnesses, prove that
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this fairy tale is just that: an unsustainable legend (see Staatliches
Museum Auschwitz 1995). But there is more: documents exist
showing that pregnant mothers gave birth to children at Auschwitz.
These infants were either registered as inmates in the camp or were
released together with their mothers (see Subsection 7.4 in Part
Two of Mattogno 2016a). According to the prevailing legend, however, pregnant mothers should have ended up immediately in the
gas chambers as “unfit for work,” which is why births and registered infants should not have occurred at all in that camp.
What would a responsible SS man have done if Auschwitz really had been as cruel as the legend has it? Would he have allowed
his children to get anywhere near the camp? Apparently, some SS
members thought nothing of that, because in May 1943 the commandant felt impelled to issue the following order:
“4. Children of SS members entering the protective custody
camps
I prohibit children of SS members from being allowed access to
individual protective custody camps. The block leaders must be
instructed accordingly.” (KB 20/43, p. 281)
And once more in July 1943:
“Children in the camp area
I have noticed that children stay here inside the camp during the
day and even hang around the individual workplaces. As I
moved in and out, I could see these children walking alongside
closed formations of marching inmates. I hereby prohibit this
and point out the danger that may result for the children during
possible escape attempts requiring the use of firearms by escorting guards.
In addition, this interaction of the children with inmates brings
with it such a moral disadvantage that this is irresponsible on
the part of the parents. SS members have to instruct their wives
and children in this regard, and have to ensure that their children stay away from the inmates and are not constantly present
inside the camp itself or at the workplaces.” (SB 25/43, p. 306)
Hence, there were children of the SS members hanging around inside the camp and among the prisoners, while at the same time
gruesome scenes are said to have taken place in the camp area.
Whoever wants to believe this may well do so. And those who
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don’t believe it? For them, a prison is waiting in Germany and
many other countries!
This wraps up our overview of relevant headquarters orders.

16. Inconsistent Statements in the IfZ Book

16.1. “Special Operations” as Part of the “Final Solution to
the Jewish Question”
In the introduction to the book by Frei et al. we read:
“Direct reference to the ongoing ‘final solution to the Jewish
question’ is only rarely found in the orders, but it is often revealing what is between the lines. In August 1943, Höss once became unusually clear when he granted his people one and a half
days off ‘in recognition’ of wrapping up a ‘special operation’ –
which meant the murder of thousands of Jews from Eastern Silesia.” (p. vf.)
Here is the wording of this garrison order:
“3. Business operations
As commendation for the work during the special operation carried out by all SS members in the past few days, the commandant has ordered that all operations be suspended from Saturday, 7 August 1943, 1:00 p.m., until Sunday, 8 August 1943.”
(SB 31/43, p. 320; emphasis added)
Frei’s statement actually contains two bold falsehoods:
1. The claim that thousands of Jews from Eastern Silesia were
murdered in those days is based on the completely unfounded
claims in an anti-German propaganda book from 1946 (Szternfink-
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iel 1946). At that time, on 3 and 5 August 1943, a total of 2,812
Jews arrived in Auschwitz, mainly from the Sosnowitz Ghetto, in
five transports and were admitted and registered, but Szternfinkiel
claims without the trace of any evidence that the transports had
brought a total of 13,000 Jews to the camp, and that the unregistered 10,188 Jews were gassed immediately (cf. Czech 1990, pp.
454-456). Szternfinkiel simply invented these 10,188 gassing victims.
2. The garrison order clearly states that all SS members of the
camp did work on the special operation. If this special operation
had involved mass gassings of arriving Jews, only a small fraction
of the SS men employed in the camp would have been involved,
namely those who guarded and received the Jews on the ramp, “selected” them, led them into the gas chamber and then oversaw the
gassings and subsequent cremations. In fact, the term “special operation” or analogous “special measure” referred to the entire operation of deportation, reception, haircutting, delousing/showering,
clothing, registration, allocation to certain parts of the camp or to
satellite camps, to quarantine or transfers to other camps, ghettos
etc.
Here is a document that proves this: A letter from the head of
the Central Construction Office of Auschwitz, Karl Bischoff, dated
7 January 1943, to the Department of Labor Deployment at the
Auschwitz Camp Headquarters. It states (Bartosik et al., p. 179):
“For the special measures to be carried out (accommodation of
the announced transports of 10 to 31 January 1943), 18 escorting guards for wagon transports to the PoW camp are urgently
needed. If allocating the guards is not possible, the commandant
cannot carry out the task. The construction materials are needed to set up the [heating] stoves.” (Emphasis added)
The special measures or operations did not concern the murder of
the deported Jews, but their accommodation, which was a complex
process in which “all hands on deck” was really essential. (For
more details on the meaning of the various “special” terms, see
Mattogno 2016b.)
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16.2. The Legend of the First Gassing
Frei and colleagues try to cover up with semantic feints the lack of
any reference to the gruesome massacre that, according to the orthodox narrative, was taking place at Auschwitz. For example, we
read on page iii:
“Everyday life of the camp staff and its organization – it seems
important to emphasize this – form the framework that made
mass murder possible. The history of the camp SS was often
closely linked to the history of the victims of Auschwitz. Everyday life of the SS consisted of a plethora of individual contributions to the crime, which, taken individually, could appear quite
banal; looking into this does not equate trying to understand the
behavior and thinking of the SS people in the sense of historical
empathy. Rather, it is about comprehensively describing the extermination process by including this perspective. The garrison
and headquarters orders can make a contribution to this, since
they clearly show, for example, that in September 1941, when –
in all likelihood – the murder with Zyklon B began, the organized distraction and entertainment of the guards became especially important in the commandant’s view. With ‘comradeship
events’, cabaret and theater programs, cultural information
evenings and humorously cheerful celebrations, the SS members
were regularly offered entertainment and education; wives and
brides, sometimes even children, were involved in these events.
On the ‘Wehrmacht Day’ in March 1943, the entire ‘German
residents of Auschwitz’ who had moved there were invited to a
‘community dinner followed by a ‘big colorful afternoon.’’”
In this way, trivial events that are in stark contrast to the gruesome
reality of the claimed gigantic mass murder are summarily declared
to be evidence.
It is moreover a fact that it can be dismissed with certainty that
“the murder with Zyklon B” began in September 1941, because the
murder of Soviet prisoners of war in the basement of Block 11 in
the Auschwitz Main Camp claimed by the orthodoxy for early September 1941 cannot have taken place because the first Soviet prisoners of war provably arrived in Auschwitz at the beginning of October 1941, and the execution of individual Soviet PoWs as political commissars and fanatical communists only took place in the
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second half of November – but not with poison gas. This fictional
event was dated to early September by the Polish Auschwitz chronicler Danuta Czech (Czech 1990, pp. 85-87), who, when describing
this phantom event, bent and distorted the sources completely arbitrarily. She also ignored a whole host of documentary evidence that
clearly shows that prisoners cannot have been gassed in early September, whether Soviet PoWs or terminally ill inmates, as some
witnesses claim.
Based on the documented facts, French Auschwitz historian
Jean-Claude Pressac wrote as early as 1993:
“Today, the first homicidal gassing in the Auschwitz Camp is
considered to have taken place in the basement of Block 11 between December 5 and the end of that month (earlier on, it was
dated September 3 to 5). Witnesses claim that it concerned 250
inmates judged to be terminally ill and some 600 Soviet prisoners who arrived at the camp on October 7.” (Pressac 1993, p.
34)
This also can be proven to be wrong. However, this is not the place
to expand this topic further, since it is dealt with thoroughly and in
every detail in a special monograph (Mattogno 2016c).
In the present context, the question arises whether Frei and colleagues knew the sources in this regard, but deliberately ignored
them – which means they lied – or they did not know the sources at
all, which would expose them as incompetent ignoramuses. Whichever way you turn it, the judgment to be made about them damages
their credibility.

16.3. No Hints at other Key Events in the Legend
In the garrison and headquarters orders, there is not only no reference to the so-called first gassing, no matter what date is assumed,
but also no reference to the many other key events of the extermination legend.
After the supposed first gassing, the morgue of the crematorium
in the Main Camp is said to have been converted into a homicidal
gas chamber. From the end of 1941 to the year 1943, hundreds of
inmates each are said to have been killed with poison gas in an unknown number of gassing operations. The area around the crematorium is said to have been cleared and cordoned off in order to pre-
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vent observers from gaining insight into this “top secret matter”, at
least if we follow the statement by former SS Lance Corporal Pery
Broad, one of the key testifiers for these gassings. Secrecy would
not have been the only reason why the immediate area would have
had to be evacuated, because the poison gas released into the air after the gassing would have been dangerous for the SS men both in
the SS hospital and in the political department, which were both located in close proximity to the crematorium.
The point here is that such repeated cordoning off and evacuations of the area around the crematorium would have required an
order, no matter how cryptic. But any such order is nowhere to be
found. This is quite apart from the fact that the anecdotal, documentary and material evidence suggests that the morgue of this
crematorium was never converted into a mass-murder facility (see
Mattogno 2016d).
The situation is similar regarding the alleged mass gassings in
the so-called Bunkers 1 and 2 just outside of the fenced-in area of
the Birkenau Camp. These facilities are said to have been two
farmhouses that were allegedly converted into Zyklon-B weapons
of mass destruction in a crude way. Bunker 1 is said to have started
operating in early 1942, Bunker 2 in late June/early July of the
same year. The victims of these facilites are said to have been
burned in open-air incineration pits starting in late summer/early
fall 1942. The postulated secrecy of these events would have required that the camp administration prohibited all unauthorized
persons, including most SS men, to come near these facilities.
However, the only orders that restricted the SS men’s freedom
of movement in the Birkenau Camp date from around the end of
July 1942 and are related to the out-of-control typhus epidemic. In
addition, they did not concern the areas around the alleged location
of the bunkers, but rather the entire Birkenau Camp and its immediate surroundings (SB 19/42, 23 July 1942, pp. 155-157; see Document 7 in the Appendix).
Already by the time Bunker 1 was put into operation, however,
an order should have been issued that would have declared the area
around this supposed building (of which no material trace exists) a
restricted area, i.e. either in January or March 1942 (the Auschwitz
court historian of communist Poland, Danuta Czech, has changed
her mind on this, cf. Czech 1990, p. 146: 20 March 1942, in con-
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trast to Czech 1960, p. 49: January 1942). The orders of the camp
administration that have been preserved or have been discovered to
this day do not contain the slightest trace indicating that anything
extraordinary was initiated at the camp in those months.
Of course, the whole thing is a vain effort by orthodoxy in this
case as well, because the commissioning of Bunker 1 makes no
sense if only because until the beginning of July 1942, every single
documented Jew who was deported to Auschwitz was also registered there, hence did not end up in any gas chamber at all. Only
invented deportation trains allow the orthodoxy to maintain the delusion of Bunker 1, but there is no evidence for them except for absurd claims in mostly Polish propaganda pamphlets (cf. Rudolf
2019). With regard to Bunker 2, it doesn’t look any better either.
Although there was actually a building at the location where this
facility is claimed to have been, here, too, a meticulous analysis of
the anecdotal, documentary and material evidence reveals that it is
nothing more than unsubstantiated witness fantasies (cf. Mattogno
2016f).
However, the straw that breaks the back of the legend of mass
murders at Bunker 2 with subsequent gigantic open-air incineration
is the Allied aerial photographs, which demonstrate unequivocally
that near this building there were at no time any huge cremation
pits in which thousands of murdered victims could have been incinerated between May and July 1944 (see Rudolf 2018, pp. 103106; Mattogno 2016).
The high level of groundwater in and around the Birkenau
Camp categorically rules out that pits, several meters deep, could
have existed in this area, in which witnesses claim these mass incincerations took place. Birkenau was located in the flood plain of
the confluence of the Sola and Vistula Rivers. The groundwater
level essentially followed the water level of these two rivers and
was only a foot or two below the surface on an annual average (see
the contributions by Wallwey and Mattogno in Part 3 of Mattogno
2016). Deep pits would have quickly filled with groundwater. Fires
could not be maintained in such pits.
Document 52 may serve as evidence of this high groundwater
level. It is a list of pumping hours performed by inmates in order to
remove the groundwater from the approximately two-meters-deep
construction pits excavated during the construction of the semi-
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underground morgues of Crematoria II and III at Birkenau. It
would not have been possible to build these basement rooms without continually pumping out the groundwater running into these
excavation pits.
Given these facts, it is not surprising that not the slightest trace
of the alleged atrocities can be found in the camp administration’s
orders.

16.4. Secrecy
There were plenty of exhortations to the camp SS for “secrecy regarding all facilities and events in the concentration camp,” as Frei
and colleagues correctly write (p. vi; see Document 5 in the Appendix). The absurdity of the idea that mass-extermination operations taking place at Auschwitz could have been kept secret has
been repeatedly demonstrated in various sections of the present
study. This is particularly true for the just-mentioned gigantic openair incincerations of spring and summer 1944, which would have
been photographed by Allied long-range reconnaissance aircraft if
they had existed. And what is more: these fires, which are said to
have been burning day and night in the fall and winter of 1942/43
and then again in the spring and summer of 1944, would have
foiled any attempt to protect the area against air strikes by darkening all buildings at night. The numerous warnings of the camp administration in various orders to comply with darkening regulations
by turning off the feeble incandescent light bulbs in apartments and
companies, on the other hand, seem ridiculously irrelevant.18

16.5. Camp Orders Misused in Show Trials
In Frei’s introduction we moreover read:
“The garrison and headquarters orders are not a novel discovery of recent Holocaust research. Quite to the contrary, they
have been known to the judiciary and to scholars basically for
decades. They served the administration of justice in Poland
during the trial against Arthur Liebehenschel and 39 other
members of the camp SS in Kraków in November/December
18

See the orders KB 8/41, p. 39; KB 13/41, p. 48; circular letter, 17 Sept. 1942, pp. 176f.;
KB 6/43, p. 230; SB 4/43, p. 231; SB 37/43, p. 334; SB 55/43, p. 380; KB 6/44, p. 438.
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1947. [...] In Germany, the documents first gained importance
during the so-called Frankfurt Auschwitz Trial (1963-65).” (p.
ix; emphasis added)
When historians still claim that the trials staged by Stalinist Poles
against Liebehenschel and 39 other former SS officials of the
Auschwitz Camp served the “administration of justice,” then this
proves either their limitless naivety or their intellectual complicity.
This was one of those show trials that the victors staged in large
numbers against the vanquished after the war. The Stalinist show
trials staged by the Poles specifically pursued the goal of portraying
the former German occupiers as monsters in order to “morally” justify the Polish policy of ethnically cleansing the population of the
eastern German provinces (East and West Prussia, Eastern Pomerania and Silesia) and their subsequent annexation. It was therefore
nothing more than a tactic to secure their spoils of war. To achieve
this, the Poles specifically selected documents that seem to support
their thesis, but hid from the defense as well as from the world public – until today – the multifarious and numerous pieces of evidence that could have had exonerating value.
The Frankfurt Auschwitz Trial mentioned by Frei and colleagues essentially depended on what communist Poland released
in terms of access to documentary evidence and also to many witnesses. Here too, of course, only that was sent to Frankfurt which
confirmed the horror picture that the Poles had drawn since the early war years through the underground movement active in Germanoccupied Poland. The manipulation of witnesses whom Warsaw
sent to Frankfurt has been reported on various occasions (summarized with citations in Rudolf 2019a, p. 110).

16.6. Danuta Czech
One of the main instruments for the one-sided “information” of the
Frankfurt judiciary was the “Calendar of Events in the AuschwitzBirkenau Concentration Camp” (“Kalendarium der Ereignisse im
Konzentrationslager Auschwitz-Birkenau”), which Danuta Czech
had been compiling since the late 1950s and which was compiled
specifically for use during the Frankfurt Auschwitz Trial and which
was published in Poland in the German language at a time when it
was forbidden to speak German in the Polish-occupied German
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eastern territories under severe threat of punishment. That alone
speaks volumes about what was happening backstage at the time.
Frei and colleagues merely mention in a footnote that many of
the documents Warsaw sent to Frankfurt were already “known due
to Danuta Czech’s documentation […]” (FN 63, p. ix), but they are
unable to connect the dots.
To date, Czech’s Auschwitz Chronicle has been a kind of orthodox standard work for the historiography of Auschwitz. In particular the Italian Auschwitz researcher Carlo Mattogno has demonstrated in just about every one of his monographs on various aspects of camp history how Czech misinterpreted sources or even
invented things that are not supported by any source or, worse still,
that are diametrically opposed to the sources (see the various entries in the bibliography).
Czech also testified during the Auschwitz Trial in Frankfurt,
where she made perjurious false statements about the contents of
documents (cf. Mattogno 2016a, p. 100).
The many examples of Danuta Czech’s comprehensive, malicious mendacity has yet to be gathered and exposed, a project that
Carlo Mattogno has now taken on. We are waiting eagerly, while
the orthodoxy is trembling with apprehension…
But even Danuta Czech’s 1990 work provides information that
completely contradicts the prevailing legend:
p. 224, 19 August 1942: Instruction to all commandants to prevent any physical abuse of inmates, in particular if committed by
other inmates.
p. 291, 28 December 1942: Mortality in the camps is to be reduced. Doctors have to monitor the diet. Working conditions need
to be improved.
p. 342, 2 March 1943: Commandant Höss emphasized that the
ability to work of newly arriving Jews must be preserved (meaning
that they should be treated appropriately).
Although these documented events point to Auschwitz having
been a labor camp rather than an extermination camp, Czech insists
that Auschwitz was an extermination camp. The methods she used
– freely inventing deportees or even entire deportation trains, which
she then claims were sent “into the gas chamber” without even a
trace of any evidence – speak for themselves (see Rudolf 2019).
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The German revisionist and political scientist Udo Walendy
summarized Czech’s methods as follows:
“Danuta Czech acted on behalf of her Polish communist masters at the Auschwitz Museum. She, too, has to be grouped
among the despicable novelists and atrocity propagandists, because she has not provided a single piece of evidence for even
one gassing death, yet she lets millions disappear in ‘gas chambers.’ Just like Wolfgang Benz and his colleagues,[19] she is satisfied with the simple, constantly repeating claim: ‘killed in the
gas chambers.’” (Walendy 1992, p. 31)

19

Reference to Benz 1991.
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Epilogue

In order to make a resurrection of German self-confidence and thus
of German geopolitical power forever impossible after the Second
World War, it was the intention of Germany’s domestic and foreign
enemies from the outset to never allow any historical exoneration
from the atrocity accusations made during and immediately after
the war. This “mistake” had been made after the First World War.
This would not happen again…
Even if facts such as the Auschwitz garrison and headquarters
orders shake the historical narrative imposed on the world to its
very foundations, the Holocaust orthodoxy will continue to fight
with all means at their disposal against freedom of scientific inquiry, freedom of expression and the objective assessment of new
research findings, just so that their dogma is preserved. Not even
blatantly obvious fairy tales can deter them form that path.
As Dr. Robert Faurisson once suggested, just imagine what
would happen if Germany’s infamous Section 130 of its Penal
Code didn’t exist, or the many other similar laws in some 18 European countries and Israel, all of which unlawfully declare historical
revisionism to be illegal. Imagine that defense lawyers could ask
questions about gas chambers and the Holocaust in the courts of
these countries without fear of ending up in prison themselves.
What would happen then? Yes, they know very well what would
happen then: It would be the end of the dictatorial practice of ordaining that the veracity of the orthodox narrative is “self-evident,”
and subsequently this chapter of contemporary history would be
rewritten.
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And because that which must not, cannot be, the show trials in
Germany and elsewhere continue as before, and the accused truth
seekers are portrayed as criminals. By so doing, not only objectivity, but every decency falls by the wayside.
Dr. Frei, the lead editor of the IfZ volume discussed here, tries to
impart the semblance of scholarship and integrity, but woe to those
who do not share his unsubstantiated speculations about the garrison and headquarters orders, and conclude from these that Auschwitz was a labor camp rather than an extermination camp. He assassinates the character of such iconoclasts with ugly polemics. For
instance, during the above-mentioned Panorama documentary of
23 April 2015 about the then 87-year-old Dr. Haverbeck, Dr. Frei
stated:
“That is astounding. Well, I mean, this groupie-like… BDM[20]groupie-like way here, to obviously satisfy inner psychological
needs, so to speak; the 16-year-old, probably toward the end of
the war, who didn’t know and didn’t believe anything back then,
evidently still has to defend her beloved Führer and his innocence even 70 years later; there is no other way to explain it.”
Prof. Dr. Frei apparently still does not understand that, at the bottom of this, this is not about Hitler, Stalin, any ethnic group or any
other type of bogeyman, but only about the truth, because only the
truth will set you free.
***
The authors of the present book have already relieved you of a lot
of work and have compiled essential items. However, a look at the
other orders cannot hurt.
I myself had to smile a bit about this order:
“3. Picking lilac
It has come to my attention, and there is a legitimate complaint,
that SS members tear off the flowers from lilac bushes in an almost incomprehensible and radical manner.
This bad habit has grown to such dimensions, and not only inmate units but also SS members can be observed who not only
bring flower bouquets but even drag entire bushes into the
20

Bund Deutscher Mädel – National-Socialist youth organization for girls.

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

83

camps or quarters, respectively. I prohibit inmates from taking
even one more bouquet of lilacs into the camp, and I expect SS
members, if they wish to have lilacs, to cut them in a careful and
gentle manner from the bushes, and not to rip out and destroy
them in a heedless way. In the interest of the general public,
since sooner or later these lilac bushes will serve to decorate
our entire camp, I expect all SS members to fully understand
this measure.” (KB 14/43, p. 270)
It made me sad to read that the garrison commandant had to point
out this abuse to his subordinates in the first place. At the same
time, however, this order also shows that the SS men were only
human. However, it is difficult to imagine that such people have
committed mass killings of millions of people in a devilish way.
And how did Frei and his colleagues comment on such orders?
“In view of the extermination operations, the personal preferences and quirks of the commandant, to which the documents
also testify, emerge as especially absurd. Höss repeatedly issued
orders for the creation and management of gardens in the
camp,21 for planting fruit trees,22 for mowing pastures,23 and for
decorating the office rooms with flowers. 24 In the summer of
1944, while the murder had reached its peak, the commandant
demanded that ‘all SS members stand for the greatest protection
of nature’.25 It is a ‘bad habit,’ the commandant wrote, for prisoners and SS members to tear off flowers from the lilac bushes,
when ‘sooner or later these lilac bushes’ are meant to ‘serve to
decorate our entire camp.’” (p. iv)
This is how all-too-human issues are falsified into something absurd. The whole thing is only absurd from the orthodox perspective, because it is totally wrong.
The following order from 22 April 1944 is also interesting:
“12. Sickness rate among inmates
In some camps, the sickness rate of the inmates has increased
enormously. Camp leaders, reporting leaders and labor-unit
21

22
23
24
25

KB 8/41, 13 May 1941, p. 38; KB 10/41, 28 May 1941, p. 42; KB 8/42, 29 April 1942, p.
132; KB 8/43, 20 April 1943, p. 252; KB 10/43, 30 April 1943, p. 262.
SB 12/44, 12 April 1944, p. 434.
SB 2/44, 7 Jan. 1944, p. 393.
KB 27/43, 29 June 1943, p. 298.
SB 16/44, 27 May 1944, p. 449.

84

G. RUDOLF, E. BÖHM, GARRISON AND HEADQUARTERS ORDERS OF AUSCHWITZ

leaders have to continuously check the inmates’ illnesses and
have to have malingerers checked by the primary camp physician.” (KB 6/44, p. 438)
In support of what was said earlier in Section 2, this order proves
once more that the claim, oft-repeated by witnesses, that the sick
and weak were sent “into the gas,” can only be an invented horror
story.
Go to the trouble of checking all the other facts that contradict
the dogmas of the Holocaust religion.
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GARF:
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Archiwum Głównej Komisji Badania Zbrodni w Polsce, Archives of the Central Commission for the Investigation of Crimes Committed in Poland, now Instytut Pamięci Narodowej (Institute for National Remembrance), Warsaw
Archivum Państwowe Muzeum w Oswięcimiu, Archives of the Auschwitz State Museum
Centre de documentation juive contemporain, Contemporary Jewish Center for Documentation, Paris
Gosudarstvenny Arkhiv Rossiskoy Federatsii, State
Archives of the Russian Federation, Moscow
Rossiiskoi Gosudarstvennoi Voennyi Arkhiv, Russian
Military States Archives, Moscow
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Document 1: Headquarters Order No. 2/41 of 3 April 1941. Source: GARF 7021108-54, pp. 107f. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 26f.
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Document 2: Headquarters Order No. 33/41 of 4 December 1941. Source: GARF
7021-108-54, pp. 136-142 (pages 2-4 containing promotions and transfers have
been omitted). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 85-91.
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Document 3: Headquarters Order No. 2/42 of 22 January 1942. Source: RGVA
502-1-36, p. 4 (only the first page). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 97-100.
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Document 4: Special order for CC and Women’s CC of 17 April 1942. Source:
RGVA 502-1-36, p. 121. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 126f.
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Document 5: Headquarters Order No. 8/42 of 29 April 1942. Transcript of Point 5
of the order by Polish investigative judge Jan Sehn. Source: AGK NTN-99, p. 117.
Transcript in Frei et al., p. 130.
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Document 6: Headquarters Order No. 10/42 of 6 June 1942. Source: RGVA 5021-9, pp. 83-85. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 141-143.
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Document 7: Garrison Order No. 19/42 of 23 July 1942. Source: APMO D-AuI-1,
pp. 17-19 (also RGVA 501-1-66, p. 219). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 155-157.
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Document 8: Garrison Order No. 19[a]/42 of 25 July 1942. Source: APMO D-AuI1, p. 20. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 157.
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Document 9: Garrison Order No. 21/42 of 25 July 1942. Source: APMO D-AuI-1,
p. 21. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 157.
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Document 10: Headquarters Order 13/42 of 4 August 1942. Transcript of Points 1,
2, 9 and 10 of the order by Polish investigative judge Jan Sehn. Source: AGK
NTN-99, pp. 120f. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 158, 160.
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Document 11: Special order of 12 August 1942. Source: RGVA 502-1-32, p. 300.
Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 161f.
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Document 12: Garrison Order No. 23/42 of 24 August 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 22. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 167.
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Document 13: Garrison Order No. 24/42 of 10 September 1942. Source: APMO
D-AuI-1, p. 23. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 170.
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Document 14: Office Decree No. 53 of the Central Construction Office Auschwitz
of 29 September 1942. Source: RGVA 502-1-25, p. 85. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 15: Garrison Order No. 26/42 of 30 September 1942. Source: APMO
D-AuI-1, pp. 24f. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 181f.
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Document 16: Garrison Order No. 27/42 of 7 October 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 26. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 183.
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Document 17: Special garrison order of 7 October 1942. Source: APMO D-AuI-1,
pp. 27f. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 184.
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Document 18: Garrison Order No. 28/42 of 10 October 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 29f. (page 1 twice, page 2 missing). Transcript in Frei et al., p. 186.
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Document 19: Garrison Order No. 29/42 of 13 October 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 31. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 188f.
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Document 20: Garrison Order No. 30/42 of 15 October 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 32. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 189.
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Document 21: Garrison Order No. 31/42 of 31 October 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 33f. (two copies). Transcript in Frei et al., p. 192.
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Document 22: Garrison Order No. 33/42 of 1 December 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 35-37 (three copies). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 198f.
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Document 23: Garrison Order No. 34/42 of 3 December 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 38. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 199.
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Document 24: Garrison Order No. 34[a]/42 of 5 December 1942. Source: APMO
D-AuI-1, p. 40. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 200.
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Document 25: Letter by the Auschwitz garrison physician to the Central
Construction Office of 10 December 1943; Source: RGVA 502-1-8, p. 25. Not
contained in Frei et al.
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Document 26: Garrison Order No. 35/42 of 18 December 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 41-43. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 200-202.
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Document 27: Special headquarters order of 21 December 1942. Transcript in
Frei et al., pp. 202f.
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Document 28: Garrison Order No. 36/42 of 31 December 1942. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 44f. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 203-205.
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Document 29: Garrison Order No. 2/43 of 8 February 1943. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 46f. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 218f.
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Document 30: Garrison Order No. 3/43 of 14 February 1943. Source: APMO DAuI-1, pp. 48f. (50f. Duplicate). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 221f.
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Document 31: Headquarters Order No. 8/43 of 20 April 1943, Source: APMO A DAuI-20, pp. 179-183. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 249-254.
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Document 32: Headquarters Order No. 8/43 of 20 April 1943. Transcript of Point 7
of the order by Polish investigative judge Jan Sehn. Source: AGK NTN-94, p. 215.
Transcript in Frei et al., p. 251.
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Document 33: Headquarters Order No. 14[a]/43 of 18.5.1943, Transcript of Point
3 of the order by Polish investigative judge Jan Sehn. Source: AGK NTN-94, p.
32. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 272.
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Document 34: Special Headquarters Order No. 15/43 of 7 July 1943. Source:
CDJC CCCLXI-16. Transcript in Frei et al., p. 302.
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Document 35: Special Headquarters Order 16/43 of 23 July 1943. Source: RGVA
502-1-32, p. 299. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 314f.
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Document 36: Special Headquarters Order 17/43 of 30 July 1943. Source: APMO
D-AuI-1, p. 292. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 319f.
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Document 37: Garrison Order No. 6/44 of 7 February 1944. Source: AGK NTN121, p. 97 (only first page). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 403-406.
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Document 38: Special garrison order of 14 February 1944. Source: GARF 7021108-32, pp. 79-81 (Duplicate at AGK NTN-94, pp. 159-161). Transcript in Frei et
al., pp. 410f.
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Document 39: Special order of 10 June 1944. Source: AGK NTN-121, p. 129.
Transcript in Frei et al., p. 457.
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Document 40: Garrison Order 18/44 of 27 June 1944. Source: APMO D-AuI-1,
pp. 341-344. Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 462-465.
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Document 41: Headquarters Order 23/44 of 22 September 1944. Source: GARF
7021-108-54, p. 109. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 42: Garrison Order No. 25/44 of 30 September 1944. Source: GARF
7021-108-54, pp. 146, 146a (transcript of Points 1+2 by Jan Sehn in AGK NTN94, p. 34). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 496f.
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Document 43: Garrison Order No. 26/44 of 12 October 1944. Source: APMO DAuI-1, p. 364 (only the first of three pages; in worse quality at RGVA 502-1-25, pp.
176f.). Transcript in Frei et al., pp. 499-501.
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Document 44: Headquarters Order 27/44 of 9 November 1944. Source: GARF
7021-108-54, p. 102. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 45: “Verpflichtung” (“Commitment”) of SS private Anton Wessenhöfner
of 8 December 1943. Commitment to keep official secrets, to obedience and in
particular to refrain from any mistreatment of inmates. Source: RGVA 502-4-50, p.
3. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 46: Dr. Wirths’s report of an inmate having been mistreated by another
inmate, for the purpose of punishing the culprit. Source: RGVA 502-1-65, p. 63.
Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 47: Camp Commandant Höss’s requests to the SS and police court in
Breslau to end criminal proceedings for homicides against SS guards at
Auschwitz who had shot inmates trying to escape. Source: Fritz Bauer Institut
(ed.), images, Document 77. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 48: Copy of telex from Auschwitz CC to Majdanek CC of 27 May 1943
regarding the transfer of 800 malaria patients from Auschwitz to Majdanek.
Source: APMO D-AuI-3a/283, p. 306. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Documents 49a&b: Jan Kristian’s (top) and Janina Kimstacz’s (below) release
certificates from the Auschwitz Labor Education Camp of 8 and 29 June 1944,
respectively, hence during the alleged culmination of the claimed mass murder of
Hungarian Jews. Source: RGVA 502-1-436, pp. 105, 190. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 50: List of the barracks required for the camp infirmary in Section III of
the Auschwitz-Birkenau Camp, dated 11 June 1943. Source: RGVA 502-1-79, p.
100. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 51: List of civilian construction companies operating at the Auschwitz
Camp on 9 April 1943: 29 all in all. Source: RGVA 502-1-96a, p. 39. Not
contained in Frei et al.
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Document 52: List of pumping hours performed by inmates to drain groundwater
from the construction pits of the semi-underground morgues of Crematoria II and
III at Birkenau. Source: RGVA 502-1-157, p. 52. Not contained in Frei et al.
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Document 53: Report of inmates recommended for a reward (approval of wearing
long hair) for good conduct. Source: RGVA 502-1-256, p. 121. Not contained in
Frei et al.
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his ambitious, growing series addresses various aspects of the “Holocaust” of the
WWII era. Most of them are based on decades of research from archives all over the
world. They are heavily referenced. In contrast to most other works on this issue,
the tomes of this series approach its topic with profound academic scrutiny and a critical
attitude. Any Holocaust researcher ignoring this series will remain oblivious to some of
the most important research in the field. These books are designed to both convince the
common reader as well as academics. The following books have appeared so far, or are
about to be released. Compare hardcopy and eBook prices at www.findbookprices.com.

SECTION ONE:
General Overviews of the Holocaust
The First Holocaust. The Surprising Origin of
the Six-Million Figure. By Don Heddesheimer.
This compact but substantive study documents
propaganda spread prior to,
during and after the FIRST
World War that claimed East
European Jewry was on the
brink of annihilation. The
magic number of suffering
and dying Jews was 6 million
back then as well. The book
details how these Jewish fundraising operations in America
raised vast sums in the name
of feeding suffering Polish and
Russian Jews but actually funneled much of the money to Zionist and Communist groups. 5th ed., 200 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#6)
Lectures on the Holocaust. Controversial Issues
Cross Examined. By Germar Rudolf. This book
first explains why “the Holocaust” is an important topic, and that it is well to keep an open
mind about it. It then tells how many mainstream scholars expressed
doubts and subsequently fell
from grace. Next, the physical traces and documents
about the various claimed
crime scenes and murder
weapons are discussed. After that, the reliability of
witness testimony is examined. Finally, the author
lobbies for a free exchange
of ideas about this topic. This book gives the
most-comprehensive and up-to-date overview
of the critical research into the Holocaust. With
its dialog style, it is pleasant to read, and it can
even be used as an encyclopedic compendium.
3rd ed., 596 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index.(#15)
Breaking the Spell. The Holocaust, Myth &
Reality. By Nicholas Kollerstrom. In 1941,
British Intelligence analysts cracked the German “Enigma” code. Hence, in 1942 and 1943,
encrypted radio communications between German concentration camps and the Berlin headquarters were decrypted. The intercepted data

Pictured above are all of the scientific studies that comprise the
series Holocaust Handbooks published thus far or are about to
be released. More volumes and new editions are constantly in
the works. Check www.HolocaustHandbooks.com for updates.

refutes the orthodox “Holocaust” narrative. It
reveals that the Germans were desperate to reduce the death rate in their labor camps, which
was caused by catastrophic
typhus epidemics. Dr. Kollerstrom, a science historian,
has taken these intercepts
and a wide array of mostly
unchallenged corroborating
evidence to show that “witness statements” supporting the human gas chamber
narrative clearly clash with
the available scientific data.
Kollerstrom concludes that
the history of the Nazi “Holocaust” has been
written by the victors with ulterior motives. It is
distorted, exaggerated and largely wrong. With
a foreword by Prof. Dr. James Fetzer. 5th ed.,
282 pages, b&w ill., bibl., index. (#31)
Debating the Holocaust. A New Look at Both
Sides. By Thomas Dalton. Mainstream historians insist that there cannot be, may not be
a debate about the Holocaust. But ignoring it
does not make this controversy go away. Traditional scholars admit that there was neither a
budget, a plan, nor an order for the Holocaust;
that the key camps have all but vanished, and
so have any human remains; that material and
unequivocal documentary evidence is absent; and that there
are serious problems with
survivor testimonies. Dalton
juxtaposes the traditional
Holocaust narrative with revisionist challenges and then
analyzes the mainstream’s
responses to them. He reveals
the weaknesses of both sides,
while declaring revisionism
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the winner of the current state of the
debate. 4th ed., 342 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#32)
The Hoax of the Twentieth Century.
The Case against the Presumed Extermination of European Jewry. By
Arthur R. Butz. The first writer to
analyze the entire Holocaust complex
in a precise scientific manner. This
book exhibits the overwhelming force
of arguments accumulated by the mid1970s. Butz’s two main arguments
are: 1. All major entities hostile to
Germany must have known what was
happening to the Jews under German
authority. They acted during the war
as if no mass slaughter was occurring.
2. All the evidence adduced to proof
any mass slaughter has a dual interpretation, while only the innocuous
one can be proven to be correct. This
book continues to be a major historical reference work, frequently cited by
prominent personalities. This edition
has numerous supplements with new
information gathered over the last 35
years. 4th ed., 524 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#7)
Dissecting the Holocaust. The Growing Critique of ‘Truth’ and ‘Memory.’
Edited by Germar Rudolf. Dissecting
the Holocaust applies state-of-the-art
scientific technique and classic methods of detection to investigate the alleged murder of millions of Jews by
Germans during World War II. In
22 contributions—each of some 30
pages—the 17 authors dissect generally accepted paradigms of the “Holocaust.” It reads as exciting as a crime
novel: so many lies, forgeries and deceptions by politicians, historians and
scientists are proven. This is the intellectual adventure of the 21st century.
Be part of it! 3rd ed., 635 pages, b&w
illustrations, bibliography, index. (#1)
The Dissolution of Eastern European
Jewry. By Walter N. Sanning. Six Million Jews died in the Holocaust. Sanning did not take that number at face
value, but thoroughly explored European population developments and
shifts mainly caused by emigration as
well as deportations and evacuations
conducted by both Nazis and the Soviets, among other things. The book
is based mainly on Jewish, Zionist
and mainstream sources. It concludes
that a sizeable share of the Jews found
missing during local censuses after
the Second World War, which were
so far counted as “Holocaust victims,”
had either emigrated (mainly to Israel
or the U.S.) or had been deported by
Stalin to Siberian labor camps. 2nd
ed., foreword by A.R. Butz, epilogue by
Germar Rudolf containing important

updates; 224 pages, b&w illustrations,
bibliography (#29).
Air Photo Evidence: World War Two
Photos of Alleged Mass Murder Sites
Analyzed. By Germar Rudolf (editor).
During World War Two both German
and Allied reconnaissance aircraft
took countless air photos of places of
tactical and strategic interest in Europe. These photos are prime evidence
for the investigation of the Holocaust.
Air photos of locations like Auschwitz,
Maj
danek, Treblinka, Babi Yar etc.
permit an insight into what did or did
not happen there. The author has unearthed many pertinent photos and
has thoroughly analyzed them. This
book is full of air photo reproductions
and schematic drawings explaining
them. According to the author, these
images refute many of the atrocity
claims made by witnesses in connection with events in the German sphere
of influence. 5th edition; with a contribution by Carlo Mattogno. 168 pages,
8.5”×11”, b&w illustrations, biblio
graphy, index (#27).
The Leuchter Reports: Critical Edition. By Fred Leuchter, Robert Faurisson and Germar Rudolf. Between 1988
and 1991, U.S. expert on execution
technologies Fred Leuchter wrote four
detailed reports addressing whether
the Third Reich operated homicidal
gas chambers. The first report on
Ausch
witz and Majdanek became
world famous. Based on chemical
analyses and various technical arguments, Leuchter concluded that the
locations investigated “could not have
then been, or now be, utilized or seriously considered to function as execution gas chambers.” The second report
deals with gas-chamber claims for
the camps Dachau, Mauthausen and
Hartheim, while the third reviews design criteria and operation procedures
of execution gas chambers in the U.S.
The fourth report reviews Pressac’s
1989 tome Auschwitz. 4th ed., 252
pages, b&w illustrations. (#16)
The Giant with Feet of Clay: Raul Hilberg and His Standard Work on the
“Holocaust.” By Jürgen Graf. Raul Hilberg’s major work The Destruction of
European Jewry is an orthodox standard work on the Holocaust. But what
evidence does Hilberg provide to back
his thesis that there was a German
plan to exterminate Jews, carried out
mainly in gas chambers? Jürgen Graf
applies the methods of critical analysis to Hilberg’s evidence and examines
the results in light of modern historiography. The results of Graf’s critical
analysis are devastating for Hilberg.
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2nd, corrected edition, 139 pages, b&w
illustrations, bibliography, index. (#3)
Jewish Emigration from the Third
Reich. By Ingrid Weckert. Current
historical writings about the Third
Reich claim state it was difficult for
Jews to flee from Nazi persecution.
The truth is that Jewish emigration
was welcomed by the German authorities. Emigration was not some kind of
wild flight, but rather a lawfully determined and regulated matter. Weckert’s booklet elucidates the emigration
process in law and policy. She shows
that German and Jewish authorities
worked closely together. Jews interested in emigrating received detailed
advice and offers of help from both
sides. 2nd ed., 130 pages, index. (#12)
Inside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of Mainstream Holocaust
Historiography. By Carlo Mattogno.
Neither increased media propaganda
or political pressure nor judicial persecution can stifle revisionism. Hence, in
early 2011, the Holocaust Orthodoxy
published a 400 pp. book (in German)
claiming to refute “revisionist propaganda,” trying again to prove “once
and for all” that there were homicidal
gas chambers at the camps of Dachau,
Natzweiler, Sachsenhausen, Mauthausen, Ravensbrück, Neuengamme,
Stutthof… you name them. Mattogno
shows with his detailed analysis of
this work of propaganda that mainstream Holocaust hagiography is beating around the bush rather than addressing revisionist research results.
He exposes their myths, distortions
and lies. 2nd ed., 280 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#25)

SECTION TWO:
Specific non-Auschwitz Studies
Treblinka: Extermination Camp or
Transit Camp? By Carlo Mattogno and
Jürgen Graf. It is alleged that at Treblinka in East Poland between 700,000
and 3,000,000 persons were murdered
in 1942 and 1943. The weapons used
were said to have been stationary and/
or mobile gas chambers, fast-acting or
slow-acting poison gas, unslaked lime,
superheated steam, electricity, diesel
exhaust fumes etc. Holocaust historians alleged that bodies were piled as
high as multi-storied buildings and
burned without a trace, using little
or no fuel at all. Graf and Mattogno
have now analyzed the origins, logic
and technical feasibility of the official
version of Treblinka. On the basis of
numerous documents they reveal Treblinka’s true identity as a mere transit
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camp. 2nd ed., 372 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#8)
Belzec in Propaganda, Testimonies,
Archeological Research and History.
By Carlo Mattogno. Witnesses report that between 600,000 and 3 million Jews were murdered in the Belzec camp, located in Poland. Various
murder weapons are claimed to have
been used: diesel gas; unslaked lime
in trains; high voltage; vacuum chambers; etc. The corpses were incinerated
on huge pyres without leaving a trace.
For those who know the stories about
Treblinka this sounds familiar. Thus
the author has restricted this study to
the aspects which are new compared
to Treblinka. In contrast to Treblinka, forensic drillings and excavations
were performed at Belzec, the results
of which are critically reviewed. 142
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography,
index. (#9)
Sobibor: Holocaust Propaganda and
Reality. By Jürgen Graf, Thomas Kues
and Carlo Mattogno. Between 25,000
and 2 million Jews are said to have
been killed in gas chambers in the
Sobibór camp in Poland. The corpses
were allegedly buried in mass graves
and later incinerated on pyres. This
book investigates these claims and
shows that they are based on the selective use of contradictory eyewitness
testimony. Archeological surveys of
the camp in 2000-2001 are analyzed,
with fatal results for the extermination camp hypothesis. The book also
documents the general National Socialist policy toward Jews, which
never included a genocidal “final solution.” 442 pages, b&w illustrations,
bibliography, index. (#19)
The “Extermination Camps” of “Aktion Reinhardt”. By Jürgen Graf,
Thomas Kues and Carlo Mattogno. In
late 2011, several members of the exterminationist Holocaust Controversies blog posted a study online which
claims to refute three of our authors’
monographs on the camps Belzec,
Sobibor and Treblinka (see previous three entries). This tome is their
point-by-point response, which makes
“mincemeat” out of the bloggers’ attempt at refutation. Caution:
The two volumes of this work are
an intellectual overkill for most
people. They are recommended
only for collectors, connoisseurs
and professionals. These two
books require familiarity with
the above-mentioned books, of
which they are a comprehensive
update and expansion. 2nd ed.,
two volumes, total of 1396 pages,
illustrations, bibliography. (#28)
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Chelmno: A Camp in History & Propaganda. By Carlo Mattogno. At Chelmno, huge masses of Jewish prisoners
are said to have been gassed in “gas
vans” or shot (claims vary from 10,000
to 1.3 million victims). This study covers the subject from every angle, undermining the orthodox claims about
the camp with an overwhelmingly effective body of evidence. Eyewitness
statements, gas wagons as extermination weapons, forensics reports and
excavations, German documents—all
come under Mattogno’s scrutiny. Here
are the uncensored facts about Chelmno, not the propaganda. 2nd ed., 188
pages, indexed, illustrated, bibliography. (#23)
The Gas Vans: A Critical Investigation. By Santiago Alvarez and Pierre
Marais. It is alleged that the Nazis
used mobile gas chambers to exterminate 700,000 people. Up until 2011, no
thorough monograph had appeared on
the topic. Santiago Alvarez has remedied the situation. Are witness statements reliable? Are documents genuine? Where are the murder weapons?
Could they have operated as claimed?
Where are the corpses? In order to get
to the truth of the matter, Alvarez has
scrutinized all known wartime documents and photos about this topic; he
has analyzed a huge amount of witness statements as published in the
literature and as presented in more
than 30 trials held over the decades
in Germany, Poland and Israel; and
he has examined the claims made in
the pertinent mainstream literature.
The result of his research is mind-boggling. Note: This book and Mattogno’s
book on Chelmno were edited in parallel to make sure they are consistent
and not repetitive. 398 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#26)
The Einsatzgruppen in the Occupied
Eastern Territories: Genesis, Missions and Actions. By C. Mattogno.
Before invading the Soviet Union,
the German authorities set up special
units meant to secure the area behind
the German front. Orthodox historians claim that these unites called
Einsatzgruppen primarily engaged
in rounding up and mass-murdering
Jews. This study sheds a critical light
into this topic by reviewing all the
pertinent sources as well as material traces. It reveals on the one hand
that original war-time documents do
not fully support the orthodox genocidal narrative, and on the other that
most post-“liberation” sources such as
testimonies and forensic reports are
steeped in Soviet atrocity propaganda
and are thus utterly unreliable. In ad-
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dition, material traces of the claimed
massacres are rare due to an attitude
of collusion by governments and Jewish lobby groups. 830 pp., b&w illu
strations, bibliography, index. (#39)
Concentration Camp Majdanek. A
Historical and Technical Study. By
Carlo Mattogno and Jürgen Graf. At
war’s end, the Soviets claimed that up
to two million Jews were murdered
at the Majdanek Camp in seven gas
chambers. Over the decades, however, the Majdanek Museum reduced
the death toll three times to currently
78,000, and admitted that there were
“only” two gas chambers. By exhaustively researching primary sources,
the authors expertly dissect and repudiate the myth of homicidal gas chambers at that camp. They also critically investigated the legend of mass
executions of Jews in tank trenches
and prove them groundless. Again
they have produced a standard work
of methodical investigation which authentic historiography cannot ignore.
3rd ed., 358 pages, b&w illustrations,
bibliography, index. (#5)
Concentration Camp Stutthof and Its
Function in National Socialist Jewish
Policy. By Carlo Mattogno and Jürgen
Graf. Orthodox historians claim that
the Stutthof Camp served as a “makeshift” extermination camp in 1944.
Based mainly on archival resources,
this study thoroughly debunks this
view and shows that Stutthof was in
fact a center for the organization of
German forced labor toward the end of
World War II. 4th ed., 170 pages, b&w
illustrations, bibliography, index. (#4)

SECTION THREE:
Auschwitz Studies
The Making of the Auschwitz Myth:
Auschwitz in British Intercepts, Polish Underground Reports and Postwar Testimonies (1941-1947). By
Carlo Mattogno. Using messages sent
by the Polish underground to London, SS radio messages send to and
from Auschwitz that were intercepted
and decrypted by the British, and a
plethora of witness statements made
during the war and in the immediate
postwar period, the author shows how
exactly the myth of mass murder in
Auschwitz gas chambers was created,
and how it was turned subsequently
into “history” by intellectually corrupt
scholars who cherry-picked claims
that fit into their agenda and ignored
or actively covered up literally thousands of lies of “witnesses” to make
their narrative look credible. Ca. 300
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pp., b&w illustrations, bibliography,
index. (Scheduled for mid-2020; #41)
The Real Case of Auschwitz: Robert
van Pelt’s Evidence from the Irving
Trial Critically Reviewed. By Carlo
Mattogno. Prof. Robert van Pelt is
considered one of the best mainstream
experts on Auschwitz. He became famous when appearing as an expert
during the London libel trial of David Irving against Deborah Lipstadt.
From it resulted a book titled The
Case for Auschwitz, in which van Pelt
laid out his case for the existence of
homicidal gas chambers at that camp.
This book is a scholarly response to
Prof. van Pelt—and Jean-Claude
Pressac, upon whose books van Pelt’s
study is largely based. Mattogno lists
all the evidence van Pelt adduces, and
shows one by one that van Pelt misrepresented and misinterpreted each
single one of them. This is a book of
prime political and scholarly importance to those looking for the truth
about Auschwitz. 3rd ed., 692 pages,
b&w illustrations, glossary, bibliography, index. (#22)
Auschwitz: Plain Facts: A Response
to Jean-Claude Pressac. Edited by
Germar Rudolf, with contributions
by Serge Thion, Robert Faurisson
and Carlo Mattogno. French pharmacist Jean-Claude Pressac tried to
refute revisionist findings with the
“technical” method. For this he was
praised by the mainstream, and they
proclaimed victory over the “revisionists.” In his book, Pressac’s works and
claims are shown to be unscientific
in nature, as he never substantiate
what he claims, and historically false,
because he systematically misrepresents, misinterprets and misunderstands German wartime documents.
2nd ed., 226 pages, b&w illustrations,
glossary bibliography, index. (#14)
Auschwitz: Technique and Operation
of the Gas Chambers: An Introduction and Update. By Germar Rudolf.
Pressac’s 1989 oversize book of the
same title was a trail blazer. Its many
document reproductions are still valuable, but after decades of additional
research, Pressac’s annotations are
outdated. This book summarizes the
most pertinent research results on
Auschwitz gained during the past 30
years. With many references to Pressac’s epic tome, it serves as an update
and correction to it, whether you own
an original hard copy of it, read it
online, borrow it from a library, purchase a reprint, or are just interested
in such a summary in general. 144
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography. (#42)

The Chemistry of Auschwitz: The
Technology and Toxicology of Zyklon
B and the Gas Chambers – A Crime
Scene Investigation. By Germar Rudolf. This study documents forensic
research on Auschwitz, where material traces and their interpretation
reign supreme. Most of the claimed
crime scenes – the claimed homicidal
gas chambers – are still accessible to
forensic examination to some degree.
This book addresses questions such
as: What did these gas chambers look
like? How did they operate? In addition, the infamous Zyklon B can also
be examined. What exactly was it?
How does it kill? Does it leave traces
in masonry that can be found still
today? The author also discusses in
depth similar forensic research concuted by other authors. 3rd ed., 442
pages, more than 120 color and almost
100 b&w illustrations, biblio
graphy,
index. (#2)
Auschwitz Lies: Legends, Lies and
Prejudices on the Holocaust. By C.
Mattogno and G. Rudolf. The fallacious research and alleged “refuta
tion” of Revisionist scholars by French
biochemist G. Wellers (attacking
Leuchter’s famous report), Polish
chemist Dr. J. Markiewicz and U.S.
chemist Dr. Richard Green (taking on
Rudolf’s chemical research), Dr. John
Zimmerman (tackling Mattogno on
cremation issues), Michael Shermer
and Alex Grobman (trying to prove it
all), as well as researchers Keren, McCarthy and Mazal (how turned cracks
into architectural features), are exposed for what they are: blatant and
easily exposed political lies created to
ostracize dissident historians. 3rd ed.,
398 pages, b&w illustrations, index.
(#18)
Auschwitz: The Central Construction
Office. By C. Mattogno. Based upon
mostly unpublished German wartime
documents, this study describes the
history, organization, tasks and procedures of the one office which was
responsible for the planning and construction of the Auschwitz camp complex, including the crematories which
are said to have contained the “gas
chambers.” 2nd ed., 188 pages, b&w
illustrations, glossary, index. (#13)
Garrison and Headquarters Orders
of the Auschwitz Camp. By G. Rudolf
and E. Böhm. A large number of all
the orders ever issued by the various
commanders of the infamous Ausch
witz camp have been preserved. They
reveal the true nature of the camp
with all its daily events. There is not a
trace in these orders pointing at anything sinister going on in this camp.
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Quite to the contrary, many orders are
in clear and insurmountable contradiction to claims that prisoners were
mass murdered. This is a selection
of the most pertinent of these orders
together with comments putting them
into their proper historical context.
185 pages, b&w ill., bibl., index (#34)
Special Treatment in Auschwitz:
Origin and Meaning of a Term. By C.
Mattogno. When appearing in German wartime documents, terms like
“special treatment,” “special action,”
and others have been interpreted as
code words for mass murder. But that
is not always true. This study focuses
on documents about Auschwitz, showing that, while “special” had many
different meanings, not a single one
meant “execution.” Hence the practice of deciphering an alleged “code
language” by assigning homicidal
meaning to harmless documents – a
key component of mainstream historiography – is untenable. 2nd ed., 166
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#10)
Healthcare at Auschwitz. By C. Mattogno. In extension of the above study
witz,
on Special Treatment in Ausch
this study proves the extent to which
the German authorities at Auschwitz
tried to provide health care for the
inmates. Part 1 of this book analyzes
the inmates’ living conditions and the
various sanitary and medical measures implemented. Part 2 explores
what happened to registered inmates
who were “selected” or subject to “special treatment” while disabled or sick.
This study shows that a lot was tried
to cure these inmates, especially under the aegis of Garrison Physician
Dr. Wirths. Part 3 is dedicated to Dr.
this very Wirths. His reality refutes
the current stereotype of SS officers.
398 pages, b&w illustrations, biblio
graphy, index. (#33)
Debunking the Bunkers of Auschwitz:
Black Propaganda vs. History. By
Carlo Mattogno. The bunkers at Auschwitz, two former farmhouses just
outside the camp’s perimeter, are
claimed to have been the first homicidal gas chambers at Auschwitz specifically equipped for this purpose.
With the help of original German
wartime files as well as revealing air
photos taken by Allied reconnaissance
aircraft in 1944, this study shows
that these homicidal “bunkers” never
existed, how the rumors about them
evolved as black propaganda created
by resistance groups in the camp, and
how this propaganda was transformed
into a false reality. 2nd ed., 292 pages,
b&w ill., bibliography, index. (#11)
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Auschwitz: The First Gassing. Rumor and Reality. By C. Mattogno. The
first gassing in Auschwitz is claimed
to have occurred on Sept. 3, 1941, in
a basement room. The accounts reporting it are the archetypes for all
later gassing accounts. This study
analyzes all available sources about
this alleged event. It shows that these
sources contradict each other in location, date, victims etc, rendering it impossible to extract a consistent story.
Original wartime documents inflict
a final blow to this legend and prove
without a shadow of a doubt that this
legendary event never happened. 3rd
ed., 190 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#20)
Auschwitz: Crematorium I and the
Alleged Homicidal Gassings. By C.
Mattogno. The morgue of Crematorium I in Auschwitz is said to be the
first homicidal gas chamber there.
This study investigates all statements
by witnesses and analyzes hundreds
of wartime documents to accurately
write a history of that building. Where
witnesses speak of gassings, they are
either very vague or, if specific, contradict one another and are refuted
by documented and material facts.
The author also exposes the fraudulent attempts of mainstream historians to convert the witnesses’ black
propaganda into “truth” by means of
selective quotes, omissions, and distortions. Mattogno proves that this
building’s morgue was never a homicidal gas chamber, nor could it have
worked as such. 2nd ed., 152 pages,
b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#21)
Auschwitz: Open Air Incinerations.
By C. Mattogno. In spring and summer of 1944, 400,000 Hungarian Jews
were deported to Auschwitz and allegedly murdered there in gas chambers.
The Auschwitz crematoria are said
to have been unable to cope with so
many corpses. Therefore, every single
day thousands of corpses are claimed
to have been incinerated on huge
pyres lit in deep trenches. The sky
over Ausch
witz was covered in thick
smoke. This is what some witnesses
want us to believe. This book examines
the many testimonies regarding these
incinerations and establishes whether
these claims were even possible. Using
air photos, physical evidence and wartime documents, the author shows that
these claims are fiction. A new Appendix contains 3 papers on groundwater
levels and cattle mass burnings. 2nd
ed., 202 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#17)
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The Cremation Furnaces of Ausch
witz. By Carlo Mattogno & Franco
Deana. An exhaustive study of the
history and technology of cremation
in general and of the cremation furnaces of Auschwitz in particular. On
a vast base of technical literature,
extant wartime documents and material traces, the authors can establish
the true nature and capacity of the
Ausch
witz cremation furnaces. They
show that these devices were inferior
make-shift versions of what was usually produced, and that their capacity
to cremate corpses was lower than
normal, too. 3 vols., 1198 pages, b&w
and color illustrations (vols 2 & 3),
bibliography, index, glossary. (#24)
Curated Lies: The Auschwitz Museum’s Misrepresentations, Distortions
and Deceptions. By Carlo Mattogno.
Revisionist research results have put
the Polish Auschwitz Museum under
pressure to answer this challenge.
They’ve answered. This book analyzes their answer and reveals the appallingly mendacious attitude of the
Auschwitz Museum authorities when
presenting documents from their archives. 248 pages, b&w illustrations,
bibliography, index. (#38)
Deliveries of Coke, Wood and Zyklon
B to Auschwitz: Neither Proof Nor
Trace for the Holocaust. By Carlo
Mattogno. Researchers from the Auschwitz Museum tried to prove the reality of mass extermination by pointing to documents about deliveries of
wood and coke as well as Zyklon B to
the Auschwitz Camp.
If put into the actual
historical and technical context, however,
these
documents
prove the exact opposite of what these
orthodox researchers
claim. Ca. 250 pages,
b&w illust., bibl., index. (Scheduled for
2021; #40)

SECTION FOUR:
Witness Critique
Holocaust High Priest: Elie Wiesel,
Night, the Memory Cult, and the
Rise of Revisionism. By Warren B.
Routledge. The first unauthorized
biography of Wiesel exposes both his
personal deceits and the whole myth
of “the six million.” It shows how Zi-
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onist control has allowed Wiesel and
his fellow extremists to force leaders
of many nations, the U.N. and even
popes to genuflect before Wiesel as
symbolic acts of subordination to
World Jewry, while at the same time
forcing school children to submit to
Holocaust brainwashing. 2nd ed., 458
pp., b&w illust., bibliography, index. (#30)
Auschwitz: Eyewitness Reports and
Perpetrator Confessions. By Jürgen Graf. The traditional narrative
of what transpired at the infamous
Auschwitz Camp during WWII rests
almost exclusively on witness testimony. This study critically scrutinizes
the 30 most important of them by
checking them for internal coherence,
and by comparing them with one another as well as with other evidence
such as wartime documents, air photos, forensic research results, and material traces. The result is devastating for the traditional narrative. 372
pages, b&w illust., bibl., index. (#36)
Commandant of Auschwitz: Rudolf
Höss, His Torture and His Forced
Confessions. By Carlo Mattogno & Rudolf Höss. From 1940 to 1943, Rudolf
Höss was the commandant of the infamous Auschwitz Camp. After the war,
he was captured by the British. In the
following 13 months until his execution, he made 85 depositions of various kinds in which he confessed his
involvement in the “Holocaust.” This
study first reveals how the British tortured him to extract various “confessions.” Next, all of Höss’s depositions
are analyzed by checking his claims
for internal consistency and comparing them with established historical
facts. The results are eye-opening…
2nd ed., 411 pages, b&w illustrations,
bibliography, index. (#35)
An Auschwitz Doctor’s Eyewitness Account: The Tall Tales of Dr. Mengele’s
Assistant Analyzed. By Miklos Nyiszli
& Carlo Mattogno. Nyiszli, a Hungarian physician, ended up at Auschwitz
in 1944 as Dr. Mengele’s assistant. After the war he wrote a book and several other writings describing what he
claimed to have experienced. To this
day some traditional historians take
his accounts seriously, while others
reject them as grotesque lies and exaggerations. This study presents and
analyzes Nyiszli’s writings and skillfully separates truth from fabulous
fabrication. 484 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. (#37)
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Thomas Dalton, The Holocaust: An Introduction

The Holocaust was perhaps the greatest crime of the 20th century. Six million Jews,
we are told, died by gassing, shooting, and deprivation. But: Where did the six million
figure come from? How, exactly, did the gas chambers work? Why do we have so little
physical evidence from major death camps? Why haven’t we found even a fraction of the
six million bodies, or their ashes? Why has there been so much media suppression and
governmental censorship on this topic? In a sense, the Holocaust is the greatest murder
mystery in history. It is a topic of greatest importance for the present day. Let’s explore
the evidence, and see where it leads.
128 pp. pb, 5”×8”, ill., bibl., index

Carlo Mattogno, Auschwitz: A Three-Quarter Century of
Propaganda: Origins, Development and Decline of the “Gas Chamber” Propaganda Lie

During the war, wild rumors were circulating about Auschwitz: that the Germans were
testing new war gases; that inmates were murdered in electrocution chambers, with
gas showers or pneumatic hammer systems; that living people were sent on conveyor
belts directly into cremation furnaces; that oils, grease and soap were made of the massmurder victims. Nothing of it was true. When the Soviets captured Auschwitz in early
1945, they reported that 4 million inmates were killed on electrocution conveyor belts
discharging their load directly into furnaces. That wasn’t true either. After the war, “witnesses” and “experts” repeated these things and added more fantasies: mass murder with
gas bombs, gas chambers made of canvas; carts driving living people into furnaces; that
the crematoria of Auschwitz could have cremated 400 million victims… Again, none of
it was true. This book gives an overview of the many rumors, myths and lies about Auschwitz which mainstream historians today reject as untrue. It then explains by which
ridiculous methods some claims about Auschwitz were accepted as true and turned into “history,” although
they are just as untrue.
125 pp. pb, 5”×8”, ill., bibl., index, b&w ill.

Wilhelm Stäglich, Auschwitz: A Judge Looks at the Evidence

Auschwitz is the epicenter of the Holocaust, where more people are said to have been
murdered than anywhere else. At this detention camp the industrialized Nazi mass
murder is said to have reached its demonic pinnacle. This narrative is based on a wide
range of evidence, the most important of which was presented during two trials: the
International Military Tribunal of 1945/46, and the German Auschwitz Trial of 19631965 in Frankfurt.
The late Wilhelm Stäglich, until the mid-1970s a German judge, has so far been the only
legal expert to critically analyze this evidence. His research reveals the incredibly scandalous way in which the Allied victors and later the German judicial authorities bent
and broke the law in order to come to politically foregone conclusions. Stäglich also
exposes the shockingly superficial way in which historians are dealing with the many
incongruities and discrepancies of the historical record.
3rd edition 2015, 422 pp. pb, 6“×9“, b&w ill.

Gerard Menuhin: Tell the Truth & Shame the Devil

A prominent Jew from a famous family says the “Holocaust” is a wartime propaganda
myth which has turned into an extortion racket. Far from bearing the sole guilt for starting WWII as alleged at Nuremberg (for which many of the surviving German leaders
were hanged) Germany is mostly innocent in this respect and made numerous attempts
to avoid and later to end the confrontation. During the 1930s Germany was confronted
by a powerful Jewish-dominated world plutocracy out to destroy it… Yes, a prominent
Jew says all this. Accept it or reject it, but be sure to read it and judge for yourself!
The author is the son of the great American-born violinist Yehudi Menuhin, who,
though from a long line of rabbinical ancestors, fiercely criticized the foreign policy of
the state of Israel and its repression of the Palestinians in the Holy Land.
4th edition 2017, 432 pp. pb, 6”×9”, b&w ill.
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Robert H. Countess, Christian Lindtner, Germar Rudolf (eds.),
Exactitude: Festschrift for Prof. Dr. Robert Faurisson

On January 25, 1929, a man was born who probably deserves the title of the most courageous intellectual of the 20th century and the beginning of the 21st century: Robert
Faurisson. With bravery and steadfastness, he challenged the dark forces of historical
and political fraud with his unrelenting exposure of their lies and hoaxes surrounding
the orthodox Holocaust narrative. This book describes and celebrates the man, who
passed away on October 21, 2018, and his work dedicated to accuracy and marked by
insubmission.
146 pp. pb, 6”×9”, b&w ill.

Cyrus Cox, Auschwitz – Forensically Examined

It is amazing what modern forensic crime-scene investigations can find out. This is also
true for the Holocaust. There are many big tomes about this, such as Rudolf ’s 400+ page
book on the Chemistry of Auschwitz, or Mattogno’s 1200-page work on the crematoria of
Auschwitz. But who reads those doorstops? Here is a booklet that condenses the mostimportant findings of Auschwitz forensics into a nutshell, quick and easy to read. In the
first section, the forensic investigations conducted so far are reviewed. In the second
section, the most-important results of these studies are summarized, making them accessible to everyone. The main arguments focus on two topics. The first centers around
the poison allegedly used at Auschwitz for mass murder: Zyklon B. Did it leave any
traces in masonry where it was used? Can it be detected to this day? The second topic
deals with mass cremations. Did the crematoria of Auschwitz have the claimed huge
capacity claimed for them? Do air photos taken during the war confirm witness statements on huge smoking
pyres? Find the answers to these questions in this booklet, together with many references to source material
and further reading. The third section reports on how the establishment has reacted to these research results.
124 pp. pb., 5“×8“, b&w ill., bibl., index

Steffen Werner, The Second Babylonian Captivity: The Fate of the Jews in Eastern

Europe since 1941

“But if they were not murdered, where did the six million deported Jews end up?” This is
a standard objection to the revisionist thesis that the Jews were not killed in extermination camps. It demands a well-founded response. While researching an entirely different
topic, Steffen Werner accidentally stumbled upon the most-peculiar demographic data
of Byelorussia. Years of research subsequently revealed more and more evidence which
eventually allowed him to substantiate a breathtaking and sensational proposition: The
Third Reich did indeed deport many of the Jews of Europe to Eastern Europe in order
to settle them there “in the swamp.” This book, first published in German in 1990, was
the first well-founded work showing what really happened to the Jews deported to the
East by the National Socialists, how they have fared since, and who, what and where they
are “now” (1990). It provides context and purpose for hitherto-obscure and seemingly
arbitrary historical events and quite obviates all need for paranormal events such as genocide, gas chambers,
and all their attendant horrifics. With a preface by Germar Rudolf with references to more-recent research
results in this field of study confirming Werner’s thesis.
190 pp. pb, 6”×9”, b&w ill., bibl., index

Germar Rudolf, Holocaust Skepticism: 20 Questions and Answers about Holocaust

Revisionism

This 15-page brochure introduces the novice to the concept of Holocaust revisionism,
and answers 20 tough questions, among them: What does Holocaust revisionism claim?
Why should I take Holocaust revisionism more seriously than the claim that the earth
is flat? How about the testimonies by survivors and confessions by perpetrators? What
about the pictures of corpse piles in the camps? Why does it matter how many Jews were
killed by the Nazis, since even 1,000 would have been too many? … Glossy full-color
brochure. PDF file free of charge available at www.HolocaustHandbooks.com, Option
“Promotion”. This item is not copyright-protected. Hence, you can do with it whatever
you want: download, post, email, print, multiply, hand out, sell…
15 pp., stapled, 8.5“×11“, full-color throughout
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Germar Rudolf, Bungled: “Denying the Holocaust” How Deborah Lipstadt Botched
Her Attempt to Demonstrate the Growing Assault on Truth and Memory

With her book Denying the Holocaust, Deborah Lipstadt tried to show the flawed
methods and extremist motives of “Holocaust deniers.” This book demonstrates that
Dr. Lipstadt clearly has neither understood the principles of science and scholarship,
nor has she any clue about the historical topics she is writing about. She misquotes,
mistranslates, misrepresents, misinterprets, and makes a plethora of wild claims without backing them up with anything. Rather than dealing thoroughly with factual arguments, Lipstadt’s book is full of ad hominem attacks on her opponents. It is an exercise
in anti-intellectual pseudo-scientific arguments, an exhibition of ideological radicalism
that rejects anything which contradicts its preset conclusions. F for FAIL
2nd ed., 224 pp. pb, 5“×8“, bibl., index, b&w ill.

Carolus Magnus, Bungled: “Denying History”. How Michael Shermer and Alex
Grobman Botched Their Attempt to Refute Those Who Say the Holocaust Never Happened

Skeptic Magazine editor Michael Shermer and Alex Grobman from the Simon Wiesenthal Center wrote a book in 2000 which they claim is “a thorough and thoughtful answer
to all the claims of the Holocaust deniers.” In 2009, a new “updated” edition appeared
with the same ambitious goal. In the meantime, revisionists had published some 10,000
pages of archival and forensic research results. Would their updated edition indeed answer all the revisionist claims? In fact, Shermer and Grobman completely ignored the
vast amount of recent scholarly studies and piled up a heap of falsifications, contortions,
omissions, and fallacious interpretations of the evidence. Finally, what the authors claim
to have demolished is not revisionism but a ridiculous parody of it. They ignored the
known unreliability of their cherry-picked selection of evidence, utilizing unverified
and incestuous sources, and obscuring the massive body of research and all the evidence
that dooms their project to failure. F for FAIL
162 pp. pb, 5“×8“, bibl., index, b&w ill.

Carolus Magnus, Bungled: “Debunking Holocaust Denial Theories”. How James
and Lance Morcan Botched Their Attempt to Affirm the Historicity of the Nazi Genocide

The novelists and movie-makers James and Lance Morcan have produced a book “to
end [Holocaust] denial once and for all.” To do this, “no stone was left unturned” to
verify historical assertions by presenting “a wide array of sources” meant “to shut down
the debate deniers wish to create. One by one, the various arguments Holocaust deniers
use to try to discredit wartime records are carefully scrutinized and then systematically disproven.” It’s a lie. First, the Morcans completely ignored the vast amount of recent scholarly studies published by revisionists; they didn’t even identify them. Instead,
they engaged in shadowboxing, creating some imaginary, bogus “revisionist” scarecrow
which they then tore to pieces. In addition, their knowledge even of their own side’s
source material was dismal, and the way they backed up their misleading or false claims
was pitifully inadequate. F for FAIL.
144 pp. pb, 5“×8“, bibl., index, b&w ill.

Joachim Hoffmann, Stalin’s War of Extermination 1941-1945

A German government historian documents Stalin’s murderous war against the German army and the German people. Based on the author’s lifelong study of German and
Russian military records, this book reveals the Red Army’s grisly record of atrocities
against soldiers and civilians, as ordered by Stalin. Since the 1920s, Stalin planned to
invade Western Europe to initiate the “World Revolution.” He prepared an attack which
was unparalleled in history. The Germans noticed Stalin’s aggressive intentions, but they
underestimated the strength of the Red Army. What unfolded was the most-cruel war
in history. This book shows how Stalin and his Bolshevik henchman used unimaginable
violence and atrocities to break any resistance in the Red Army and to force their unwilling soldiers to fight against the Germans. The book explains how Soviet propagandists incited their soldiers to unlimited hatred against everything German, and he gives
the reader a short but extremely unpleasant glimpse into what happened when these Soviet soldiers finally
reached German soil in 1945: A gigantic wave of looting, arson, rape, torture, and mass murder…
428 pp. pb, 6“×9“, bibl., index, b&w ill.
For prices and availability see www.shop.codoh.com or write to: CHP, PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

Udo Walendy, Who Started World War II: Truth for a War-Torn World
For seven decades, mainstream historians have insisted that Germany was the main,
if not the sole culprit for unleashing World War II in Europe. In the present book this
myth is refuted. There is available to the public today a great number of documents on
the foreign policies of the Great Powers before September 1939 as well as a wealth of
literature in the form of memoirs of the persons directly involved in the decisions that
led to the outbreak of World War II. Together, they made possible Walendy’s present
mosaic-like reconstruction of the events before the outbreak of the war in 1939. This
book has been published only after an intensive study of sources, taking the greatest
care to minimize speculation and inference. The present edition has been translated
completely anew from the German original and has been slightly revised.
500 pp. pb, 6”×9”, index, bibl., b&w ill.

Germar Rudolf: Resistance is Obligatory!

In 2005 Rudolf, a peaceful dissident and publisher of revisionist literature, was kidnapped by the U.S. government and deported to Germany. There the local lackey regime
staged a show trial against him for his historical writings. Rudolf was not permitted to
defend his historical opinions, as the German penal law prohibits this. Yet he defended
himself anyway: 7 days long Rudolf held a speech in the court room, during which he
proved systematically that only the revisionists are scholarly in their attitude, whereas
the Holocaust orthodoxy is merely pseudo-scientific. He then explained in detail why it
is everyone’s obligation to resist, without violence, a government which throws peaceful
dissident into dungeons. When Rudolf tried to publish his public defence speech as a
book from his prison cell, the public prosecutor initiated a new criminal investigation
against him. After his probation time ended in 2011, he dared publish this speech anyway…
2nd ed. 2016, 378 pp. pb, 6“×9“, b&w ill.

Germar Rudolf, Hunting Germar Rudolf: Essays on a Modern-Day Witch Hunt

German-born revisionist activist, author and publisher Germar Rudolf describes which events made him convert from a Holocaust believer to a Holocaust skeptic, quickly rising to a leading personality within the revisionist movement. This in turn unleashed a tsunami of persecution
against him: loss of his job, denied PhD exam, destruction of his family, driven into
exile, slandered by the mass media, literally hunted, caught, put on a show trial where
filing motions to introduce evidence is illegal under the threat of further proseuction,
and finally locked up in prison for years for nothing else than his peaceful yet controversial scholarly writings. In several essays, Rudolf takes the reader on a journey through
an absurd world of government and societal persecution which most of us could never
even fathom actually exists.…
304 pp. pb, 6“×9“, bibl., index, b&w ill.

Germar Rudolf, The Day Amazon Murdered History

Amazon is the world’s biggest book retailer. They dominate the U.S. and several foreign
markets. Pursuant to the 1998 declaration of Amazon’s founder Jeff Bezos to offer “the
good, the bad and the ugly,” customers once could buy every book that was in print and
was legal to sell. However, in early 2017, a series of anonymous bomb threats against
Jewish community centers occurred in the U.S., fueling a campaign by Jewish groups
to coax Amazon into banning revisionist writings, false portraing them as anti-Semitic.
On March 6, 2017, Amazon caved in and banned more than 100 books with dissenting
viewpoints on the Holocaust. In April 2017, an Israeli Jew was arrested for having placed
the fake bomb threats, a paid “service” he had offered for years. But that did not change
Amazon’s mind. Its stores remain closed for history books Jewish lobby groups disapprove of. This book accompanies the documentary of the same title. Both reveal how revisionist publications
had become so powerfully convincing that the powers that be resorted to what looks like a dirty false-flag
operation in order to get these books banned from Amazon…
128 pp. pb, 5”×8”, bibl., b&w ill.

For current prices and availability see book finder sites such as www.bookfinder.com,
www.addall.com, www.bookfinder4u.com or www.findbookprices.com; learn more at
shop.codoh.com. published by Castle Hill Publishers, PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

Thomas Dalton, Hitler on the Jews

That Adolf Hitler spoke out against the Jews is beyond obvious. But of the thousands of
books and articles written on Hitler, virtually none quotes Hitler’s exact words on the
Jews. The reason for this is clear: Those in positions of influence have incentives to present a simplistic picture of Hitler as a blood-thirsty tyrant. However, Hitler’s take on the
Jews is far more complex and sophisticated. In this book, for the first time, you can make
up your own mind by reading nearly every idea that Hitler put forth about the Jews, in
considerable detail and in full context. This is the first book ever to compile his remarks
on the Jews. As you will discover, Hitler’s analysis of the Jews, though hostile, is erudite,
detailed, and – surprise, surprise – largely aligns with events of recent decades. There are
many lessons here for the modern-day world to learn.
200 pp. pb, 6”×9”, index, bibl.

Thomas Dalton, Goebbels on the Jews

From the age of 26 until his death in 1945, Joseph Goebbels kept a near-daily diary.
From it, we get a detailed look at the attitudes of one of the highest-ranking men in Nazi
Germany. Goebbels shared Hitler’s dislike of the Jews, and likewise wanted them totally
removed from the Reich territory. Ultimately, Goebbels and others sought to remove
the Jews completely from the Eurasian land mass—perhaps to the island of Madagascar.
This would be the “final solution” to the Jewish Question. Nowhere in the diary does
Goebbels discuss any Hitler order to kill the Jews, nor is there any reference to extermination camps, gas chambers, or any methods of systematic mass-murder. Goebbels
acknowledges that Jews did indeed die by the thousands; but the range and scope of
killings evidently fall far short of the claimed figure of 6 million. This book contains,
for the first time, every significant diary entry relating to the Jews or Jewish policy. Also
included are partial or full citations of 10 major essays by Goebbels on the Jews.
274 pp. pb, 6”×9”, index, bibl.

Thomas Dalton, The Jewish Hand in the World Wars

For many centuries, Jews have had a negative reputation in many countries. The reasons
given are plentiful, but less well known is their involvement in war. When we examine
the causal factors for war, and look at its primary beneficiaries, we repeatedly find a
Jewish presence. Throughout history, Jews have played an exceptionally active role in
promoting and inciting war. With their long-notorious influence in government, we
find recurrent instances of Jews promoting hardline stances, being uncompromising,
and actively inciting people to hatred. Jewish misanthropy, rooted in Old Testament
mandates, and combined with a ruthless materialism, has led them, time and again,
to instigate warfare if it served their larger interests. This fact explains much about the
present-day world. In this book, Thomas Dalton examines in detail the Jewish hand in
the two world wars. Along the way, he dissects Jewish motives and Jewish strategies for
maximizing gain amidst warfare, reaching back centuries.
197 pp. pb, 6”×9”, index, bibl.

Thomas Dalton, Eternal Strangers: Critical Views of Jews and Judaism Through the Ages

It is common knowledge that Jews have been disliked for centuries—sometimes loathed,
sometimes hated. But why? The standard reply is that anti-Semitism is a “disease” that,
for some strange reason, has afflicted non-Jews for ages. But this makes little sense. Nor
can it be an “irrational” reaction. Such things must have real, physical causal factors.
Our best hope for understanding this recurrent ‘anti-Semitism’ is to study the history:
to look at the actual words written by prominent critics of the Jews, in context, and
with an eye to any common patterns that might emerge. Such a study reveals strikingly consistent observations: Jews are seen as pernicious, conniving, shifty liars; they
harbor a deep-seated hatred of humanity; they are at once foolish and arrogant; they
are socially disruptive and rebellious; they are ruthless exploiters and parasites; they are
master criminals—the list goes on.
The persistence of such comments is remarkable and strongly suggests that the cause
for such animosity resides in the Jews themselves—in their attitudes, their values, their ethnic traits and their
beliefs. It is hard to come to any other conclusion than that Jews are inclined toward actions that trigger a
For prices and availability see www.shop.codoh.com or write to: CHP, PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

revulsion in non-Jews. Jews have always been, and will always be, eternal strangers.
Given this fact, we have a difficult path forward. One lesson of history is that Jews will not change; if anything,
they will become better at hiding their real motives and intents. Under such conditions, many great thinkers
have come to the conclusion that Jews must be separated from the rest of humanity.
Eternal Strangers is a profoundly important book. It addresses the modern-day “Jewish problem” in all its
depth—something which is arguably at the root of many of the world’s social, political and economic problems. The matter is urgent; we haven’t a moment to lose.
186 pp. pb, 6”×9”, index, bibl.

The Queen versus Zündel: The First Zündel Trial: The Transcript
In the early 1980s, Ernst Zündel, a German immigrant living in Toronto, was
indicted for allegedly spreading “false news” by selling copies of Richard Hardwood’s brochure Did Six Million Really Die?, which challenged the accuracy of
the orthodox Holocaust narrative. When the case went to court in 1985, so-called
Holocaust experts and “eyewitnesses” of the alleged homicidal gas chambers at
Auschwitz were cross-examined for the first time in history by a competent and
skeptical legal team. The results were absolutely devastating for the Holocaust
orthodoxy. Even the prosecutor, who had summoned these witnesses to bolster
the mainstream Holocaust narrative, became at times annoyed by their incompetence and mendacity. For decades, these mind-boggling trial transcripts were
hidden from public view. Now, for the first time, they have been published in
print in this new book – unabridged and unedited.
ca. 820 pp. pb, 8.5“×11“

Barbara Kulaszka (ed.), The Second Zündel Trial: Excerpts from the Transcript
In 1988. German-Canadian Ernst Zündel was for on trial a second time for allegedly spreading “false news” about the Holocaust. Zündel staged a magnificent
defense in an attempt to prove that revisionist concepts of “the Holocaust” are
essentially correct. Although many of the key players have since passed away,
including Zündel, this historic trial keeps having an impact. It inspired major
research efforts as expounded in the series Holocaust Handbooks. In contrast to
the First Zündel Trial of 1985, the second trial had a much greater impact internationally, mainly due to the Leuchter Report, the first independent forensic
research performed on Auschwitz, which was endorsed on the witness stand by
British bestselling historian David Irving. The present book features the essential
contents of this landmark trial with all the gripping, at-times-dramatic details.
When Amazon.com decided to ban this 1992 book on a landmark trial about the
“Holocaust”, we decided to put it back in print, lest censorship prevail…
498 pp. pb, 8.5“×11“, bibl., index, b&w ill.

Gerard Menuhin: Lies & Gravy: Landmarks in Human Decay – Two Plays
A long time ago, in a galaxy far, far away, the hallucination of global supremacy was
born. Few paid it any attention. After centuries of interference, when the end is in sight,
we’re more inclined to take it seriously. But now, we have only a few years of comparative freedom left before serfdom submerges us all. So it’s time to summarize our fall and
to name the guilty, or, as some have it, to spot the loony. Sometimes the message is so
dire that the only way to get it across is with humor – to act out our predicament and its
causes. No amount of expert testimony can match the power of spectacle. Here, at times
through the grotesque violence typical of Grand Guignol, at times through the milder
but no-less-horrifying conspiracies of men incited by a congenital disorder to fulfill
their drive for world domination, are a few of the most-telling stages in their crusade
against humanity, and their consequences, as imagined by the author.
We wonder whether these two consecutive plays will ever be performed onstage…
112 pp. pb, 5“×8“

For prices and availability see www.shop.codoh.com or write to: CHP, PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

