Carlo Mattogno

The Einsatzgruppen

In the
Occupied Eastern Territories

Genesis, Missions and Actions

e

% 3‘2}8316
Jiied
Castle Hill Publishers

P.O. Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK
2nd edition, January 2022



HOLOCAUST HANDBOOKS, Volume 39:

Carlo Mattogno:

The Einsatzgruppen in the Occupied Eastern Territories:
Genesis, Missions and Actions

Part 1: The Einsatzgruppen

2nd, revised edition, January 2022

Uckfield, East Sussex: CASTLE HILL PUBLISHERS

PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

Translated from the Italian by Carlos Porter

ISSN: 1529-7748

Part 1: The Einsatzgruppen

ISBN: 978-1-59148-937-5 (hardcover)
ISBN: 978-1-59148-274-1 (paperback)
Part 2: “Aktion 1005”

ISBN: 978-1-59148-933-7 (hardcover)
ISBN: 978-1-59148-282-6 (paperback)

Published by CASTLE HILL PUBLISHERS
Manufactured in the United States of America and in the UK

© 2018, 2022 by Carlo Mattogno

Distribution:

Castle Hill Publishers

PO Box 243

Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK
https://shop.codoh.com

www.HolocaustHandbooks.com

If these sites are inaccessible in the country where you live, try an online anony-
mizing service.

Set in Times New Roman.

Cover lllustrations: Foreground: left: composition chart of Einsatzgruppen A of
late 1941/early 1942 (see Documents 1.1.2); center: bodies allegedly found by
Soviets in a mass gave at Drobitsky Yar (see Document 11.8.9); right: frontispiece
of Ereignismeldung No. 25 of 17 July 1941 (see Document 1.1.5a). Background:
clothing littered in the Babi Yar in late September 1941, photo by Hahle (see
Document 11.4.23).



https://shop.codoh.com/
http://www.holocausthandbooks.com/

CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1 5

Table of Contents

page
FOFBWOIA ... et 11
] (oo (1 o1 o] o S 25
PART ONE: THE EINSATZGRUPPEN .......cccooiiiiiiiennieeee e 29
1. The Einsatzgruppen: Structure, Missions and Reports ............ccccoerernenns 31
1.1. The Einsatzgruppen in the Polish Campaign .........cccccovevvivevenicnivncneneseenn 31
1.2. Structure of the EiNSAtZQrupPPeN ......coveveeiinieieese e 36
1.3. Missions of the EiNSatzgruppen .........ccccviveieisiene e 42
1.4. Drafting and Reliability of the Einsatzgruppen Reports.........cc.ccoeververenne. 50
1.5. Einsatzgruppen “Justifications” for Killing JEWS..........ccccveveiiereieernennenn, 67
1.6. The Historical Value of the Einsatzgruppen Trial...........cccccocvnvivininnnnne 81
2. The Einsatzgruppen and the Order to Exterminate the Soviet Jews .......... 88
2.1. Positing the Problem ..o 88
2.2. National-Socialist Plans for an Extra-European Jewish Reserve............... 88
2.3. Operational Service Orders Issued to the Einsatzgruppen ...........c.cco.e.... 105
2.4. Military Orders Concerning the JEWS..........ccvveereveneeie e 112
2.5. Ghettoization and Use for Labor..........ccocvvveiiiniiiineinse e 113
2.6. The “FURrerbefenl” ... 123

2.7. The Claimed General Order to Exterminate the Jews before the
Beginning of Operation BarbaroSsa ..........ccccovvvreererenineieeseseseeee e 132

2.8. The Claimed General Order to Exterminate the Jews after the

Beginning of Operation BarbaroSsa ..........cccccvvvreerieienieeeeseseseeee e 137
2.8.1. The Start of the EXECULIONS ......c.oovveriiireci e 137
2.8.2. The “Cleansing Operation” in the Pripyat Marshes............ccccccuennee. 140
2.9. Reichsminister Rosenberg and the Extermination of the Jews................ 147
2.10. Wetzel’s Letter of 25 October 1941 .......coovvieiiiiieiiiiiee e 152
2.11. Himmler’s Orders in 1942 .........oooeiiiiiiiiiiiie et 159

3. Jews in Incident Reports and Reports from the Occupied Eastern
1= 10 ] 1SRRI 166
3.1. The Great FIight .......cocveii s 166
KB oo | (0] 1 11 TSSO 177
3.3. Soviet Atrocities and RePriSals ........cocoevireierniennenne e 179
3.4. Executions of Party Officials, Intellectuals and Activists..........cc.cccco.... 183
3.5, GREttOIZAtiON .....oveiciiciee e e 188
3.6. Judeo-Bolshevism and German Propaganda.............cccccevverneecnieeninnen. 192
4. The Jé&ger Report and the Executions at Kaunas and Riga............c.cc..c.... 198
4.1, The JAgEr REPOIT ......coviiieee et 198
4.1.1. History of the DOCUMENt.........cccovvieriiiire e 198
4.1.2. Jager’s Arrest and Interrogation..........ccocvvviiiisiniicienesee s 199
4.1.3. The Executions of the “Jager Report”...........ccocvvirviiiiinniiinineens 203

4.1.4. Wolfram Wette’s ANalysiS.......c.ccecveririiiiniiniinieieiise s 206



6 CARLO MATTOGNO * THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1

4.1.5. Critical Analysis of the “Jager Report” .........cccocviininiiiinincnennens 207

4.2. The Execution at Kaunas of “Resettlers” from the Reich and the
PrOTECIONALE ... 214
4.3. Jeckeln and the Order to Exterminate the Ghetto at Riga..........cc.cccccevue 225
4.4. The Liquidation of the Ghettos in the Baltic Countries...........c.cc.ccoennee. 235
5. The Death TOll......ooiiiieeecee e e 243
5.1, THE SEALISTICS. ...c.veuieiiieiiteieeiee e 243
5.1.1. Hilberg, Krausnick/Wilhelm, Arad, Curilla............cccccoviiininninenns 243
5.1.2. The KOrherr REPOI .......cccvcveieieiieie e sie st 246
5.2. The Himmler Report of 29 December 1942 .........cccccvovviveveviennsieenenns 250
5.3. Executions in the INCident REPOITS ........ccvvveireieieieise e 259
5.3.1. General Summary of Einsatzgruppen EXecutions...........c.ccccevevverneene. 259
5.3.2. Analysis O the Data ........cccceviiiiiiiiieieis e 274
5.3.3. Unverifiable Data .........cooveieieiie e 281
5.4. Daniel Goldhagen and the Police Battalions .............c.ccoceeveveveiieniennnn, 282
5.4.1. Soviet Union in GeNeral ...........cccoeiiireiiineice s 283
SR O (0 o RSP RRR 284
5.4.3. Stanistawow (Stanislavov, Stanislav; today: Ivano-Frankivsk)........... 284
5.4.4. BIalyStOK .. ..ciueiiiiiic i 288
5.4.5. Zhitomir (ZNYLOMYT) ...oveiiiiiiiieieese e 288
5.4.6. TarnOw and NOWY SCZ......cccivvvririiiiniiiiineciee e 289
5.4.7. KNGIKOV ...coeieiciee ettt 290
5.4.8. IMINSK ...ttt 290
5.4.9. KIBICE. ...t 291
5.4.10. SIULSK oo 291
5.4, 10, SUMIMAIY .eiiitiiiiiiieiie ettt ae e s b ssbe e srtaesnbeessbeesnbee e 291
6. The Genesis of the “Gas Vans” and Their Use by the Einsatzgruppen.... 293
B.1. Preamble ..o 293

6.2. Erich von dem Bach-Zelewski and Himmler’s Visit to Minsk:

Historiographical Interpretations...........ccocvverieieneneneiene e 293
6.3. Mathias Beer and the Origins of the “Gas Vans” ..........cccccenvnieninnennn, 302
6.4. Number and Distribution of the “Gas Vans” .........c.cccccveveverivnivsivernsnnnns 322
6.5. The Use of “Gas Vans” in the Einsatzgruppen Operational Zones......... 325
6.5.1. The Reichskommissariat OStland ...........ccccooeieiininiiiniice e 325
6.5.2. The Reich Commissariat Ukraine and Crimea ..........c.ccoceevveeveienennnn 354
6.6. “Gas Vans” in the British INtErcepts.........cocoovverieiieie i 374
6.7. “Gas Vans” in Allied Propaganda ...........ccoceoeinenineinieneneneese e 374
6.8. British “Gas VanS” ......ccccceeiiiiiiie ettt srre e sre et e et sree s 375
F AN ] 0 =T o [ ST RRPRSRN 381
DOCUMENES ...ttt ettt sb e sb e s seee e 381
PART TWO: “AKTION 1005 .....ooiiiiiiiiiiiie et 403
1. IMIASS GIAVES .....viiiiiiiteeiie sttt sttt et bbbt eas 404
1.1. Mass Graves in Soviet War-Crimes Reports ........ccccvvvvvvveveiesneiesennn, 404
1.2. Mass Graves in the Ukraine According to Soviet Experts..........ccccceevenee. 414

1.3. Conclusions of the Soviet EXpert RePOItS ........ccocvevvevvvieneeneiene e 423



CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1 7

1.4. Patrick Desbois and the Mass Graves in the Ukraine...............c.ccooeruennen. 427
1.5. Rabbinical Legislation on Jewish Bodies and Post-War Exhumations... 431
1.6. Mass Grave at SEIMIKi ..........cccccviriieiiniiee e 433
1.7. Mass Graves in the Ukraine and in the Baltic Countries According to
JEWISH INSTEULIONS ..o 435
1.8. Photographic DOCUMENTAtiON ..........cceoviiiinieieiie e 438
2. “AKLON 10057 oottt bbb 446
2.1, THE SOUICES ...ttt bbb bbb b 446
2.2. Documentary EVIABNCE .......coveierieieie et 448
2.3. The Origins of “Aktion 1005”: Miiller’s Presumed Order to Blobel in
LOA2 . bbb 468
2.4. Judge Bednarz Versus Orthodox Holocaust Historians ..........cc.cccceevenee. 476
2.5. “Aktion 1005”: Organization and Working Plans...........cccccvevrvvnnnnnnn, 478
2.5.1. Sonderkommando 1005-LVOV .......ccccevueriererieieneneeienene e sie e 480
2.5.2. Sonderkommando 1005 A......cooveiriieiesese e 482
2.5.3. Sonderkommando 1005 B ........ccooevireieneneeieiee e 482
2.5.4. Sonderkommando 1005-CeNter........ccccueiuerierereneneeiereese e e seeseanens 483
2.5.5. Sonderkommando MicCholl ..........c..cooeiiiiii 483
3. Sonderkommando 1005 in Galicia: Leon Weliczker and the “Death
BIigade™ ..o 485
3.1. “Aktion 1005 in the Area of Lvov in Orthodox Historiography .......... 485
3.2. Leon Weliczker and the “Death Brigade”...........cccocvvvnnninnininninnn, 489
3.2.1. Captures and ESCAPES......covuerreiiiirieieierteeeieste ettt 490
3.2.2. The Number of Bodies Exhumed and Cremated ............ccccoevvrveennne 491
3.2.3. The Technology of Exhumation and Cremation ...........cccceeevreniennn 494
3.2.4. Critical Analysis of the Weliczker ACCOUNt.........cccoovirirnineniininn 499
3.3. Leon Weliczker Wells at the Eichmann Trial in Jerusalem .................... 504
3.4. The JANOWSKA ROAU.........ccveieiieiieieiee et 508
3.5. Weliczker Wells and Patrick DeshOIS .........ccccoviiineiniiiiieec e 511
3.6. Other Witnesses from the “Death Brigade” ............ccoovvvieiiineeinnnnne, 513
3.6.1. Heinrich Chamaides.........ccooveriineieiieiee e 513
3.6.2. MOISCNE KON ..o s eneas 515
3.6.3. David Shmulevich Manusevich (Manussevitch)..........c.ccoceevirenencnn 516
3.7. The Bone-Grinding Machine...........cccocvevevi i 518
3.8. Abraham Beer and the “Brigade 1005 .........cccceveiiiininiciicccee, 522
4. Sonderkommando 1005 at Babi Yar..........ccocviviiiieiniinsc e 523
4.1. The Legal Context and the WiItneSSES ........ccccvvveieererieieee e e 523
4.2, THE WILNESSES ...vevveveeeeiiesieieie sttt e sttt sttt st nreneens 527
4.2.1. Vladimir Yuryevich DavydoVv (DavidoV) .........ccccoernienenneneneennen, 527
4.2.2. Leonid Kivovich OStrOVSKY .........ccoviiiriiiinereece e 530
4.2.3. Yakov Andreyevich StEYUK .........ccceovririiiiniecreece e 531
4.2.4. Semen Borisovich Berlyant ..., 533
4.2.5. Isaak Moiseyevich BrodsKy ..........cccceveierieniniinsieeiece s 534
4.2.6. Vladislav Frantsevich KUKHa..........cc.cooeoriinniiics 534
4.2.7. losif YakovIevich DOINET.........cccoiiiiieiiiieee e 535

4.2.8. Yakov Abramovich Kaper ... 536



CARLO MATTOGNO * THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1

4.2.9. Zyama Abramovich TrubakoV..........ccoccoeiriniiinineneeseeses 538
4.2.10. David losifovich Budnik ............cccocoioiiiniiiiii e 539
4.2.11. Mikhail Fyodorovich Matveyev .............ccoceveineniinencncncesees 540
4.2.12. PaUl BIODEI ... 541
4.2.13. Gerhard AdAmMEtLZ.........cccvviiieieeie e 542
4.2.14. Davydov (Davidov), Budnik and Kaper at the Stuttgart Trial ........... 547
4.3. Discussion of the TeStIMONIES ........ccccvvivreeriri e 550
4.3.1. The Number of VICtIMS ......ccooiiiiiii e 550
4.3.2. “Gas Vans” at Kiev in 19437.......ccciiiiiiiii e 552
4.3.3. The Exhumation and Cremation TEChNIQUE .........cccccvvervireniciniennne, 552
4.3.4. The Alleged Cremation of 33,771 Executed JEWS........cccceevververereennnns 556
4.4, The Executions in the Light of German Documents............ccocvevveverennnns 564
4.5. The EXeCUtiON PrOCEAUNE.........cviiiieieiee sttt 568
4.5.1 The SOVIEE VEISION ....oveiiiiiiiieiieiesiese sttt st nee e 568
4.5.2.The German Court VErSION .........ccccevevererieeiereeneseseseseeeeseeseeseeseens 572
4.5.3. The Executions in the Light of Héhle’s Photographs ...........c.cccccvenine 574
4.5.4. The Execution Procedure According to the German VersionCourt.....578
. Sonderkommando 1005 A: Other ACtiVItieS.......cccovvvvviierienineieiecean 580
5.1. Berdichev, Belaya Tserkov and Uman ...........cccccceeviiiieevc e 580
5.2. KamenetS-POUOISKY ........c.ccceiiiiiieieicrr e 582
5.3 ZAMOSC....oe et 590
5.4. “Documents” on “Aktion 1005” in Volhynia. The Rovnho
“Sonderkommando 10057 Phantasim .........c..ceeeererereeeseseseeneneseeseenenns 591
. Sonderkommando 1005 B and 1005 Center ...........ccocvvvrerenenvenierennnnnnns 595
6.1. The Activities of Sonderkommando 1005 B According to the Verdict
of the Stuttgart DiStriCt COUM .........cooeiviirenece e 595
I Q1Yo V1 = (o o SR 596
6.3, NIKOIAYEV.....c.eeiieeieiecie sttt nnas 597
6.4. Voskresensk and VOzZNESENSK ..........ccccveeeiiiieieeieiese e 597
6.5. Key Witness Gerhard AJametz .........cccoveveieininenenee e 598
6.6. Sonderkommando 1005-CeNter..........cccveveererereeiere e s 600
6.6.1. Maly Trostenets (TroStINELS).......ccoeivrireiiiireice e 600
6.6.2. “Smaller Burial Site Northwest of Minsk™ .........ccccooovveiviieenniiieeninnn, 610
6.6.3. SMOIEVICHI ..cvvevieicc s 610
6.6.4. “Large Burial Site Northwest of Minsk™ ........ccccccooviiiiiniiiciinnin, 611
6.6.5. The “Partial Unit RUDE™ ........cccoviiiiiiiii i 612
B.6.6. PINSK ...viiiiiieiiecice e 612
6.6.7. Brona Gora (Bronnaya Gora) ..........ccoereeeeeeienienenieseeieseeie e 612
6.6.8. KODIIN. ..ot e 615
B.6.9. SIONIM ..ottt 616
6.6.10. Lomscha (LOMZa)........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiicccscee e 616
6.7. “Aktion 1005” in Western Byelorussia..........c.cceceeviniinincciininencnenn, 616
6.7.1. The Witness Stefan Ivanovich Pilunov.............ccociiiiinicicicin 616
6.7.2. Pilunov’s Assertions and the Orthodox Holocaust Narrative .............. 621
6.7.3. The Soviet Report on Mogilev .........cccoovvvvieiieie e 622
B.7.4. GOMEN ..o 625

(ST @ 4= T ¢ (o] o IR 626



CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1 9

6.7.6. Pilunov’s Claimed Cremation Technique ...........ccocvvvvviveieniniiniencnnns 627
6.7.7. “Aktion 1005 at KrupKi........ccocveririniiiiiiiiiiscc e 629
6.8. “Sonderkommando” Macholl in the Biatystok General District.............. 631
6.8.1. Spector and His PoliSh SOUICE .........cccveieeieiiiisese e 631
6.8.2. The Witnesses Szymon Amiel and Salman Edelman ............cc.ccoe..... 632
6.8.3. Szymon Amiel’s 1945 TeStimOny .........cccecveririnineniiniiie s 633
6.8.4.The Testimony of Avraham KarasSiK............ccoceoeininiinineinineen 639
6.8.5. Szymon Datner and “Aktion 1005 in the Biatystok General
DISIFICT ..t et e 639
7. “Aktion 1005 in the Baltic COUNIIES ........cccvviririiiicire e 641
7.1. “Aktion 1005” in Lithuania and the “Jager Report”............cocovvvvniiinnnn, 641
7.2. Riga AN LALVIA .o.vivvivieiiiieiieieese et 646
7.3 KAUNBS ... s 656
7.3.1. A Report by EIeVeNn ESCAPEES ......cccevvviririiinieeinieeeeese e 656
7.3.2. The Witness Alex FaitelSON ..........cocvvveiereiieiinesecie e 659
7.3.3. The Witnesses Mikhail 1. Geltrunk (Gelbtrunk), Makar E.
Kurganov and Dmitrii Gelpern (Gelpernas) .........cccoocevvevvevesieesnene, 666
7.3.4. Escape from FOrt IX......ooiiieiie e 668
7.4. From Leningrad t0 VIlNIUS .....cc.coooiiiiiiiee e 669
7.5. PONArY (PaNIIAi) .....ccveveiiiiesireieiesie st ste ettt nnas 669
7.5.1. Claims of Orthodox Holocaust Historians and their Sources.............. 669
7.5.2. The Testimony of Yuri Farber (The Black BOOK) ..........cccccovvvreinnne. 670
7.5.3. The Testimony of Yuri Farber (NKGB) ......c.cccooveniininiinceen 673
7.5.4. The Witness A. Blyazer (BIazer) ........ccocoovviniinenciiiieseees 677
7.5.5. The Witness Matvey Fedorovich Zaydel .............ccccovevivevvcciccieennnn, 679
7.5.6. The Witness SzIoma Gol ...........cccovriiiniiiiceee 680
7.5.7. The Witnesses Motle Zaidl (Zaidel) and Itzhak Dugin (Doughin,
[ 10T | 1) PSS 683
7.5.8. The Witness PFIUQGET.......cccvovveie e 688
7.5.9. Yitzhak Arad and the “Cremations at Ponar” ...........ccccoevvvriveiinnninnnnn 689
7.5.10. How Many Victims Were There at Ponary? .........cccoceeevenvienenecnns 690
7.5.11. The Soviet Investigations and Post-War Photographs .............c........ 691
7.6. The Controversy Concerning the Mass Graves at Mariampole
(MErTJAMPOIE) ...t e 694
7.7. The Zichenau (Ciechandw) DiStriCt ........ccccoevvvieiieiiiecie s 699
7.8. “Aktion 1005”7 in YUZOSIAVIA .....eoiviiiiiiiiiiiisece e 700
7.8.1. Shmuel Spector’s EXPOSItion ........ccccuviveeiiiiiiiiinisieeece s 700
7.8.2. The Witness Momcilo Damjanovic ..........ccoeovrivrieiiieeneeneeneeeneen 701
8. Shootings, Gassings, Exhumations, Cremations and Soviet
Investigations: Other Significant EXamples ... 706
8.1. The Mogilev “Death Camp™........cccvvrieeeiiiiiieiene e 706
8.2. The Mass Graves at KNErsON........cccoveivieienieiisie e 712
8.3, THE CrIMEA.....e i bbb 715
8.3.1. The Fantastic 7,000 Bodies at Kerch ............ccocvvvrvrienneinninnnenn, 715
8.3.2. SIMTErOPOl ... 720
8.3.3. Other Executions in the Crimea .........cooeieiiiineneiieeese e 724

SO ST 1 (o )V 2R 725



10 CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1
8.4.1. The Graves of “Sonderkommando Spacil”..........c.ccccevvreiiiineieiinennas 725

8.4.2. EXecutions and Mass GraVeS ...........ccocereaieeeieniesiesesiesiesesee e see e 726

8.4.3. The KharkoV Trial ........ccocooiiiiiie e 729

8.4.4. SOViet PhotOgraphs ......c.coviiieiiiicescresees e 736

8.5, BODIUISK....c.viiiiiciieie ettt 737

8.6. The Brest Ghetto and the Bronnaya Gora “Extermination Site” ............. 742

8.7. A Mass Cremation in the Golta DiStriCt?.........cccceveviivivniverenie e 755
CONCIUSTON ...ttt nre s 757
APPENTICES. ...ttt et 759
1. SS Ranks and U.S. Army EQUIVaIENtS..........cccceveeiereiie e 759

2. DOCUMENTS ....eiitieiitete ettt sttt st sttt st st e b e nbeebe e 760

3. ADDIEVIALIONS ...veieceic e 821
3.1. Archives and COlECIONS .........ccceiveiriiineeese s 821

R Nol (0]11/ 1 1 F TP 822

4, BIblIOGraphy .....cc.ooiiiiiece e e 823
4.1, PUBDLISHEd WOTKS....c.viviciiiiecieese s 823

4.2. Incident Reports (Ereignismeldungen) ........ccccovevvinenieninneneesesene 842

5. INAEX OF NAMES......eeiiiicee e 843



CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1 11

Foreword

Throughout the 19th Century, tsarist Russia was a predominantly agricultural so-
ciety where many of its mostly orthodox-Christian subjects lived in serfdom to
the few landowners of the nobility until the serfs were emancipated in 1861. This
system might be described as a mild form of slavery, only that, instead of one
ethnic or national group enslaving another, as has been the rule throughout the
history of slavery, in this case the majority of the lower class of a people was en-
slaved by the upper class of that same people.

The abolition of serfdom by Tsar Alexander Il did not change the fact, how-
ever, that most land was owned by the nobility, so that the peasantry continued to
be at the mercy of the nobility to earn an income.

The Jews in tsarist Russia, although in their majority not engaged in agricul-
tural activities, had their own grievances, most notable among them the fact that
they were not allowed to settle wherever they wanted, and that they were subject-
ed to a form of restrictive affirmative action in practicing certain professions.

Since the highly urbanized Jews of Russia were on average far more educated
than their Christian fellow countrymen, Jews were overrepresented in many intel-
lectual fields, revolutionary activities included. Although Russia’s Christian
peasantry had more reasons to strive for radical change, they were to no small
degree kept in line with the tsarist regime first and foremost by their lack of edu-
cation, but also by the Russian Orthodox Church, which was to no small degree
an extension of tsarist power control. It was also a main driver behind anti-Jewish
sentiments among Russia’s Christians.

Of course, the history of Jewish-Christian animosities goes all the way back to
the years when Christianity was born. During the first years of its existence, with
the Jews being a powerful majority in Palestine and the Christians a powerless
minority, Jewish persecution of Christians prevailed. The tables were turned
when Christianity became the official religion of the Roman empire. Ever since,
humanity has had to deal with a series of anti-Jewish measures by Christian rulers
and the mob. While the uneducated masses may have been stirred up against the
Jews with pseudo-arguments such as “Jews killed our Lord Jesus Christ” —
which isn’t even true because, strictly speaking, Jesus was killed by the Romans,
if we were to take the New Testament’s narrative at face value — the Christian
clergy had a more-sophisticated approach to this issue, as is evidenced for in-
stance by the Roman Catholic Church’s century-long ban of the Talmud for its
anti-Christian and anti-Gentile contents, or by Martin Luther’s critique of Jewish
teachings in this regard in his book Von den Juden und ihren Ligen (On the Jews
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and Their Lies). While such anti-Jewish attitudes were socially acceptable in
Russia and most of Europe during the 19th Century, they are severely frowned
upon today, to say the least, although more-recent studies have to a large degree
justified the 2,000-year-old critique of Jewish scripture and its influence on the
behavior of some — mostly orthodox and fundamentalist — Jews (see Shahak and
Shahak/Mezvinsky).

To what degree this anti-Jewish attitude was socially acceptable back then can
be gleaned from the Antisemitismus-Streit, an argument among scholars and
prominent personalities that erupted onto the public stage in Germany in 1879,
although it had been smoldering in less-popular circles many years prior to this
and had a tradition going all the way back to Martin Luther.® The Jewish newspa-
per of record, The New York Times, commented on this argument in an editorial
on 27 February 1880 as follows:

“The war, which has for some time raged in Germany between the natives and the

Jews, seems rather to increase than diminish in intensity. It is something more

than a popular prejudice, it is a national passion and the ablest, most dignified,

and most learned men have ranged themselves on either side. To us here it seems
very strange that such a contest of races can be going on in a land of so much in-
telligence and intellectual pretension, and in the year 1880, too. The crime of the

Jews appears to be comprehended chiefly in their financial prosperity. No sin is

as great as success in the eyes of the non-successful. The charge is made that of

the 600,000 Israelites in the empire, hardly any engage in agricultural or mercan-
tile pursuits; but that they control trade, rule the money markets, and are eating
up the country with their avarice and usury.”
Societal and financial envy were only a side show of this German debate, howev-
er, while at its core was the criticism of Jewish teachings about how to regard and
interact with Gentiles, as laid down in Jewish writings such as the Talmud and the
Shulchan Aruch, facts which the New York Times carefully hid from its readers.

Fuel into the fire of anti-Jewish sentiments in Germany and in Russia was the
publication and analysis — in Russia but also in the German language — of the
minutes of the Council of Jews of the Minsk Ghetto (see Brafman), which under-
girded the accusations that Jews are inherently hostile toward Gentiles. Since the
Russian nobility was heavily influenced by German society and to a large degree
related to its nobility, political and ideological discussions circulating in the Ger-
man public inevitably had an impact in Russian intellectual circles.

Of course, this is also true for anti-tsarist circles, who eagerly picked up the
German ideas of socialism and communism. While the German upper classes
tried to cut the ground out from under these radical ideas by creating a constitu-
tional monarchy and a parliament with far-reaching powers (after the German
unification in 1871), and by implementing social reforms and social welfare,

1 A rather-comprehensive bibliography of anti-Jewish writings predominantly in Germany from the
year 1500 all the way up to 1887 can be found in Frey, pp. 209-219.
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Russia seemed to be too far behind with everything to be able to keep up with the
modernization pace expected by the radicals.

As a result, the last two decades of the 19th Century as well as the first two
decades of the 20th Century were marked by several attempts of political radicals
in Russia to overthrow the tsarist regime, starting with the assassination of Tsar
Alexander Il in 1881, and ending with the successful revolution in 1917.

Considering the backwards, at times even reactionary nature of the tsarist re-
gime and Russian society in general during those years, one should think that the
majority of Christian Russians should have had an interest in radical change just
as any other disadvantaged group. In each of these attempts at overthrowing the
tsarist regime, however, individuals with a Jewish background were vastly
overrepresented among those radicals. While Christians identified with their no-
tionally Christian tsars and their rule — or were led to identify with it by way of
the Orthodox Church — Jews and other religious groups, as well as marginalized
ethnic groups, did not have that allegiance. Jews, being outsiders both by religion
and by race — at least they were treated this way, and many Jews saw themselves
this way, too — had the highest probability of supporting the most radical changes
most vociferously. And so they did.

While there were also non-Jews among those revolutionaries, the Russian
mainstream was eager to focus on the Jews as the main drivers behind these
events. The results were pogroms against the Jews, most prominently among
them the ones triggered by the 1881 assassination of Tsar Alexander Il, and by
the abortive 1905 revolution. | have described these events in more detail else-
where, where | also showed that they were the 19th Century’s breeding ground
for media buzzwords such as “holocaust” “six million” and “extermination” in
connection with the persecution of the Jews in Russia (introduction to Heddeshei-
mer, pp. 7-37).

It is understandable that media outlets such as the New York Times champi-
oned a development in Russia that would create something similar there to what
existed in the U.S.: a republic with guaranteed civil rights for everyone. The hope
that a revolution would do the job can be read between the lines of several New
York Times articles of those days.

In 1917, the revolution in Russia led to a civil war lasting several years, and it
was not clear at all from the outset that the revolutionaries would win this war.
While it was raging, readers of the New York Times learned how the authors and
editors of that newspaper trembled at the thought of the revolution failing. They
knew that this time, after so much bloodshed, pogroms against Jews would
threaten to wipe them out completely. For instance, in an article of 20 July 1921
on page 2 titled “Begs America Save 6,000,000 in Russia”, we read in the subtitle
that “Russia’s six million Jews are facing extermination by massacre” as the
power of “the counter-revolutionary movement is gaining and the Soviet’s con-
trol is waning.”
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Of course, at that point everyone not blind to self-evident facts could see that
those revolutionary Soviets neither planned to install a republic in the Soviet Un-
ion nor to grant civil rights to everyone. In fact, news spread throughout the
world about widespread massacres by the Soviets against the former nobility, the
Christian clergy, the “bourgeoisie,” the “kulaks” (small independent farmers)
and, in fact, anyone standing in their way. But at that point, the New York Times
and many other similarly minded media outlets in the U.S. had stopped reporting
most of the shocking news that should have been fit to print, and instead con-
cealed with deafening silence the horrors unfolding in Russia. By looking away
and supporting the perpetrators — millions of dollars were raised with the help of
these newspapers to support whatever was going on in Russia at that time — they
had become accomplices in the slaughter of millions, most of them Christians by
faith.

The terrifying truth about Soviet Russia’s many massacres unfolding during
the civil war and in the two decades afterwards, which was plain to see for every-
one next door in Europe, foremost in Germany, was to a large degree hidden from
the American public for decades. In fact, only the Cold War breaking out after the
conclusion of World War Il allowed for a more balanced view of what had hap-
pened in Russia since 1917.

Who was responsible for these Soviet massacres?

Robert Wilton, the correspondent for the London Times during WWI and
shortly thereafter, reported for his newspaper about events unfolding in Russia
during the revolution. In 1920, while the civil war was still raging, he published a
book on The Last Days of the Romanovs, in which he laid out the extreme domi-
nance of individuals with Jewish backgrounds in carrying out the revolution, and
in manning the leadership of the early Soviet Union. More-recent contributions
have since confirmed this observation, although many of them are not available
in the English language — one may wonder why.2

More convincing for many readers are perhaps statements made by Jews
themselves who — confronted with what was going on in Soviet Russia perpetrat-
ed to a large degree by individuals with Jewish backgrounds — were not only hor-
rified, but also spoke out in warning as to what that means for Jews in general.
The Russian Jewess Sonja Margolina analyzed some of these early voices in her
German 1992 book whose title translates to The End of Lies: Russia and the Jews
during the 20th Century. This book was never translated into English either. In it,
Margolina reviewed in detail a book that had appeared in 1924 in Germany under
the title Rufland und die Juden (Russia and the Jews). This 1924 book examined
the causes of the Russian Jews’ conspicuously above-average participation in the
excesses of the 1917 revolution and the tyranny that followed it. The book also
contains an appeal by German Jews “To the Jews in all Nations!” where we read
(Margolina, p. 58):

2 See for instance M. Weber; Bieberstein 2002; Solschenizyn 2003.
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“The Jewish Bolsheviks’ overeager participation in the subjugation and destruc-
tion of Russia is a sin that already bears within itself the seeds of its retribution.
For what greater misfortune could happen to a people than to have its own sons
engage in excesses? Not only will this be counted against us as an element of our
guilt, it will also be held up to us as reproach for an expression of our power, for
a striving for Jewish hegemony. Soviet power is equated with Jewish power, and
the grim hatred of the Bolsheviks will transform into a hatred of the Jews [...]. All
nations and peoples will be swamped by waves of Judeophobia. Never before
have such thunderclouds gathered above the heads of the Jewish people. This is
the bottom line of the Russian upheaval for us, for the Jewish people.’”

Margolina quotes further from this 1924 anthology (ibid., p. 60):

“The Russians have never before seen a Jew in power, neither as governor nor
as policeman, nor as postal official. There were both good and bad times in those
days too, but the Russian people lived and worked, and the fruits of their labors
were their own. The Russian name was mighty and threatening. Today the Jews
are at every corner and in all levels of power. The Russians see them at the head
of the Czarist city, Moscow, and at the head of the metropolis on the River Neva
and at the head of the Red Army, the ultimate mechanism of self-destruction. [...]
The Russians are now faced with a Jew as judge as well as executioner; they en-
counter Jews at every step, not Communists who are just as poor as they them-
selves but who nevertheless give orders and take care of the interests of the Soviet
power [...]. It is not surprising that the Russians, in comparing the past to the
present, conclude that the present power is Jewish, and so bestial precisely be-
cause of that.””

In the early 1990s, German professor Dr. Ernst Nolte, who specialized in the his-
tory of totalitarian ideologies, also pointed out the Jews’ intimate entanglement in
Communism (Nolte, pp. 92f.):

“For readily apparent social reasons, was not the percentage of persons of Jew-
ish extraction particularly great among the participants in the Russian Revolu-
tion, different from the percentages of other minorities such as the Latvians? Even
at the start of this century Jewish philosophers were still pointing with great pride
to this extensive participation of the Jews in Socialist movements. After 1917,
when the anti-Bolshevist movement — or propaganda — stressed the topic of the
Jewish People’s commissars above all others, this pride was no longer expressed,
[...] But it took Auschwitz to turn this topic into a taboo for several decades.

It is all the more remarkable that in 1988 the publication Commentary, the voice
of right-wing Jews in America, published an article by Jerry Z. Muller who re-
calls these indisputable facts — though of course they are open to interpretation:
‘If Jews were highly visible in the revolution in Russia and Germany, in Hungary
they seemed omnipresent. [...] Of the government’s 49 commissars, 31 were of
Jewish origin [...]. Rakosi later joked that Garbai (a gentile) was chosen for his
post ‘so that there would be someone who could sign the death sentences on Sat-
urdays.’ [...] But the conspicuous role of Jews in the revolution of 1917-19 gave
anti-Semitism (which ‘seemed on the wane by 1914°) a whole new impetus. [...]
Historians who have focused on the utopian ideals espoused by revolutionary
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Jews have diverted attention from the fact that these Communists of Jewish origin,
no less than their non-Jewish counterparts, were led by their ideals to take part in
heinous crimes — against Jews and non-Jews alike.””
Summarizing what was to follow, U.S. journalist Jerry Muller put the two large
historical events of the 20th Century into this nutshell:

“The Trotskies make the revolutions [i.e., the GULag] and the Bronsteins pay the

bills [in the Holocaust]. ”

Hence, the buzzword “Jewish Bolshevism,” which was later used by the German
National Socialists as one reason to persecute Jews, was not a pure figment of the
imagination, and we do not have to rely on their sources (such as Kommos 1938)
to learn about the veracity of their claims.

The counter-revolutionary forces fighting the Soviets in the years 1917 to
1921 were eventually defeated. The Jews of Russia and their brethren abroad
could breathe a sigh of relief — for a while. The more the Soviets stabilized their
tyranny in Russia, the more they laid their eyes upon other nations where they
planned to carry out similar revolutions on their path to their dream of a “world
revolution.” Germany was considered the most-important stepping stone to reach
that goal. But Germany, defeated and weak after World War | and in constant
civil-war-like turmoil, was putting up a tough fight of resistance against such a
bloody revolution. The most radical among the counter-revolutionary forces in
Germany were the National Socialists, who tried to cut the ground out from un-
derneath the revolution by making their own top-to-bottom socialist revolution on
a national level while at the same time mercilessly combating any Soviet attempt
at instigating a foreign-led, Jewish-dominated communist revolution.

On a national level, the National Socialists were sensationally successful in
the years of peace, but with this success inevitably came confrontation with other
foreign powers, among them first and foremost Stalin’s Soviet Russia, which saw
its plans of instigating a revolution in Germany foiled, hence considered war the
only option left to conquer Central and Western Europe.

The German-Russian — or rather National-Socialist-Soviet-Communist —
Clash of Titans started on 22 June 1941. The present book tries to uncover what
subsequently happened to the Jews who lived in, or were deported into, the tem-
porarily German-occupied territories of the Soviet Union. Unlike almost all
mainstream authors writing about the topic, Carlo Mattogno is aware and takes
into consideration that the “information” we have about those events is steeped in
Soviet atrocity propaganda; that witness testimony and Soviet forensic expert re-
ports are equally riddled with distortions, exaggerations and inventions; that the
Soviets did not shy away from outright forgeries, even blaming their own massa-
cres on the Germans, as in the case of Katyn Forest. With the historical record so
contaminated with Soviet mendacity, what can we believe?

Hence, the critically minded scholar — and no other type of scholar should be
trusted in these matters — may not take anything at face value; source criticism is
absolutely crucial.
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* * %

As National-Socialist Germany prepared her invasion of the Soviet Union, she
did so as a counter-revolutionary power, as an avenger for Soviet terror past and
present, with the intention to wipe out Judeo-Bolshevism once and for all. The
reader of this book will read repeatedly that, as the German army moved into one
Soviet city after another, the German authorities taking over behind the advanc-
ing front found confirmation after confirmation that Jews were indeed the main-
stay of Soviet power and terror on many if not all levels. But was that really true?
Can we take these claims in German contemporary documents at face value?

In 2001, Russian researcher Nikita Petrov published a paper which addressed
the question to what degree Jews were involved in the Soviet Union’s most prom-
inent government agency of repression, the NKVD. This was possible because
the NKVD itself had kept records on the ethnic affiliation of its employees and
associates, and Jews were seen as a separate ethnic group, not as members of a
religion. If we look at this data — see the table below — it turns out that up to 1937,
Jews filled almost 40% of all the higher positions within the NKVD, while only
some 2% to 3% of the Soviet population was Jewish at that time.

Proportion of Jews in the upper echelons of the NKVD
10Jul. 341 Oct. 36 |1 Mar. 37| 1. Sep. 38| 1 Jul. 39 | 1 Jan. 40 |26 Feb. 41
Jews 38.54% | 39.09% | 37.84% | 21.33% | 3.92% | 3.49% 5.49%

The drastic decline in the NKVD’s Jewish composition was mainly due to the
massacres committed among all government officials in the course of the purges
carried out by Stalin in the years 1937/38. Because Jews were so extremely
overrepresented among those officials, they were also among the main victims of
these purges.

It is therefore safe to assume that, when the German army moved into Russia
in June 1941, the astounding predominance of Jews in the Soviet state bureaucra-
cy was to a considerable degree a matter of the recent past.

But why, then, did German contemporary reports as quoted in the present
book state the opposite?

The first question to ask is always: how could they know? It is a fact that most
Soviet officials fled when the Germans arrived. What the Germans found out
about the ethnic composition of government personnel may have relied more on
witness testimony and hearsay than on official records. At least that is the impres-
sion | received from reading these German reports, for they never mention the
thorough analysis of employment records.

The next question to ask is: can we trust those witnesses? The answer to this is
simple and clear-cut: no, we cannot. Anyone making statements in this regard to
the Germans was evidently willing to collaborate with the enemy, and with the
reputation the Germans had as Jew-hating anti-Semites, many witnesses may
have anticipated what the Germans wanted to hear. Hence, this is a clear case of
confirmation bias. The Germans were probably mostly hearing their own echo
rather than independently collected, reliable data. It is also conceivable that
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claims about Jewish dominance in positions of power contained in these docu-
ments were completely unfounded, hence made up in order to “justify” mass exe-
cutions of Jews.

Does that mean that the Jews in Russia were not the enemy the Germans per-
ceived them as? Not necessarily. If we put ourselves into the Jews’ shoes for a
moment, there are mainly two things to consider.

First, although the Soviet terror apparatus was to an astounding degree “Jew-
ish” in nature until 1937, that does not mean that most Jews were involved in that
apparatus. In fact, by the time of the Stalinist purges of 1937/38, it must have be-
come clear to everyone in the Soviet Union that literally everyone was a victim of
the Soviet or rather Stalinist terror. Even the perpetrators of that terror regime
were caught up in a nightmare of horrors which they could not escape, and many
of them were eventually swallowed up by this maelstrom they had helped create
and maintain. From that point of view, everyone in the Soviet Union needed to be
liberated, Jews and Gentiles, perpetrators and victims, government officials and
the general populace. Had the Germans moved in with that attitude — to liberate
everyone from the Bolshevik nightmare — they might have won the war. But that
is not what they did.

Instead, the Germans moved in with the attitude of an eye for an eye. And as
Gandhi correctly observed, that attitude merely makes the whole world blind.
Even if many of Russia’s Jews were not necessarily hostile to the Germans before
the war, once the Germans had assumed a radical, to one degree or another elimi-
natory anti-Jewish stance when advancing into the Soviet Union, the Jews had
little choice but to align themselves with the only power that could and would
protect them from the counter-revolutionary, anti-Jewish wrath the Germans were
both bringing with them and unleashing among the local non-Jewish populace.

Stalin was smart enough to recognize that he had to unite the peoples of his
realm and beyond to win this war. So he reinvented Russian patriotism, resurrect-
ed the Orthodox Church, and rallied the Jews around him — only to revert all this
again after the war, but that’s beside the point. Hence, even if Stalin’s Russia in
1938 wasn’t more Jewish than Hitler’s Germany at that time, as the German forc-
es started committing massacres against the Jews on Russian territories, Stalin’s
Russia once more became the central focus of Jewish support — from within the
Soviet Union itself, but also from the U.S. and elsewhere.

While Stalin turned many of his former enemies temporarily into “friends”
and sowed discord among the rest of his enemies, Hitler, with his sweeping anti-
Jewish stance and racist attitudes toward the Slavs, sowed discord among his po-
tential friends and united his enemies.

Hence, if some Jews weren’t already hostile toward the Germans when the
war started, most if not all of them became enemies as it progressed. This in turn
served as a justification for increasingly severe German measures against the
Jews. This way, a vicious, ever-escalating cycle was created that turned the entire
conflict into a bloodbath. In a way, therefore, the Germans created, maintained
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and helped grow an enemy that needed not exist in the first place. It was a self-
fulfilling prophecy of sorts.

As noble as the intention was to slay the Bolshevik monster, by applying
methods similar to those of the Bolsheviks, i.e., by declaring entire sections of the
population as enemies (the nobility and bourgeoisie here, the Jews and Soviets
there) — rather than by waging a war merely against ideas — and by perpetrating
wholesale slaughters on a scale unprecedented in German history, the National
Socialists and with them many millions of loyal German followers turned into a
mirror image of the monster they were claiming to fight. It’s an oft-repeated trag-
edy in the history of mankind.

Although these facts can make us understand why things happened as they
did, none of it can excuse them.

In this sense, the present book tries to shed light on what exactly happened
without trying to justify or excuse. Did the Germans go into Russia with the in-
tention to slaughter all the Jews they got their hands on wholesale? Or was it a
reaction to Soviet atrocities and a perception that Jews were primarily responsible
for them? What exactly did happen? And how many Jews fell victim to these
massacres?

The last question in the above list is probably also the most vexing one. Al-
though Carlo Mattogno has given well-documented estimates in the past about
the probable, actual death tolls of certain National-Socialist camps, the reader
will be disappointed in this regard with the present book. Although Chapter 5 of
Part One deals with this question, it merely makes us realize that it is close to im-
possible to pinpoint even an approximate figure. As a matter of fact, after having
digested this voluminous work, the reader will understand that there are a number
of seemingly insurmountable obstacles to determining a death toll. First, the
numbers given in German documents are anything but reliable because the data
contained in them are, to use Mattogno’s words “chaotic and disordered,” and the
numbers given “almost never coincide with the declared totals” (see p. 280).
Many scholars have suspected that the numbers in those documents may be exag-
gerated, but after reading Mattogno’s analysis, one can safely say that they are
entirely unreliable, and that anything is possible: exaggeration and understate-
ment.

Next, there is reason to suspect that the German documents do not include all
the massacres that have occurred. Most of these suspicions are based on mere
witness claims of massacres that are not backed up by documents. Although mere
claims by witnesses do not prove that a massacre occurred, if a forensic team
finds a mass grave based on such witness testimony, and there is no known Ger-
man document confirming that there has been a massacre, this can mean either
that it wasn’t documented, or else that this mass grave contains other victims in-
stead, such as those of a Soviet massacre. Mattogno discusses one such case in
Subchapter 1.6. of Part Two. Of course, the other extreme is possible, too, name-
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ly that mass-execution events reported in German documents may have been in-
vented from whole cloth. That possibility is discussed by Mattogno as well.

Ultimately, the only thing that could settle the question as to whether death-
toll figures in German documents are correct would be to do numerous complete
and thorough forensic exhumations of all victims found in a mass grave associat-
ed with a documented massacre, determine as best as possible the number and
identities of the victims, the probable cause and approximate time of death, and
the likely perpetrators. That is standard procedure in any other case of mass mur-
der.

As Mattogno documents thoroughly, however, it is in particular Jewish reli-
gious authorities who successfully veto that such examinations occur. It is diffi-
cult to say whether this intentionally or unintentionally obstructive stance will
ever change, or whether non-Jewish government authorities will ever muster
enough backbone to do what should have been done a long time ago, no matter
what some Jewish personality wishes. For now, all we can do is wait and hope.
Of course, as decade after decade passes, this task will not become any easier,
since the evidence needed to come to clear conclusions deteriorates steadily.

Mainstream death-toll claims for massacres committed by the Einsatzgruppen
and associated German units usually vary between just under a million (Hilberg
2003, p. 408) and up to three million (Schwarz, p. 220). For now, little can be
said about these figures other than that they are more speculative in nature than
based upon hard, confirmable data. Their order of magnitude may be in the cor-
rect ball park, though. If so, these are indeed shocking numbers. But if we com-
pare these figures with the death toll of Soviet atrocities committed since 1917
until the outbreak of the German-Soviet war, we are dealing with “peanuts.” Es-
timates of that Soviet death toll up to 1941 range in the tens of millions, hence a
factor ten higher than that of Jews (and non-Jews) presumably killed by Germans
in the Soviet Union.

Yet when we go into libraries of the western world, we find more than
100,000 books on the Jewish WWII Holocaust, but only very few works dealing
with the Soviet massacres in the years 1917-1941 — and beyond. Why is that?

While mainstream scholars claim that the Jewish Holocaust is one of the best-
and most-thoroughly investigated genocides in the history of mankind, or even of
any major event in our species’s history, the Soviet massacres — a series of many
genocides and non-genocidal mass murders of far greater magnitude — are hardly
researched in a systematic and thorough manner by anyone in the western world.
The former Soviet-occupied countries which suffered greatly under Soviet rule,
such as the Ukraine and the Baltic countries, have done their share of investiga-
tions since the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, but they have garnered little
attention in the West. Why?

The answer to these questions can be found when we realize who holds cul-
tural hegemony over the western world. This hegemony evidently results in this
one-sided and lopsided historical perspective that is hiding cause and effect, and
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turns history into an unintelligible black-and-white image of supposed absolute
evil versus supposed innocent good. The forces that accomplish this are the same
forces which, in the U.S. for many years since 1917, have to a large degree hid-
den from public view what was going on in the Soviet Union.

* % *

The book you are holding in your hands presents the results of the first-ever revi-
sionist effort to comprehensively investigate the activities of the Einsatzgruppen
behind the German-Soviet front during World War Two. According to main-
stream sources, the murders perpetrated by the Einsatzgruppen and other associ-
ated German units encompass roughly one third of the Holocaust, quantitatively
speaking (give or take a million victims, depending on the source). It is a vast
topic in many respects: by the number of claimed events, by the size of the geo-
graphic area where these events are said to have occurred, by the amount of
source material available, and by the number of — almost exclusively mainstream
— studies already published about it. Carlo Mattogno has taken on a huge task.

The original Italian edition of this book was published in 2017. That edition
has attracted the attention of a group of hostile commentators who, in August
2018, started to analyze and critique it in a series of blog entries online.® At that
point in time, the editing efforts of the present English translation of Mattogno’s
book were well under way. Right after | was informed about these critical blog
entries, | informed Carlo Mattogno about them. Since it was obvious that these
blog entries had just started and were to be continued, probably for many months
to come, reacting to them would have meant suspending the entire project, wait-
ing for the bloggers to finish their critique, then do more research and finally re-
write the book where necessary, first in Italian, then in English. This would have
delayed the English edition for a year, if not more. Add to this the volatile nature
of blog entries, which can be changed and deleted at a moment’s notice. In other
words, Carlo Mattogno was not willing to give some hostile internet critics the
power to postpone the publication of his own book ad infinitum.

The reader, on the other hand, is invited to take notice of the arguments of
both sides in this debate. When reading about the bloggers’ contentions regarding
Mattogno’s comments on the “Jager Report,” for instance, we notice first of all
that the alpha and omega of historiography — source criticism — is something the
bloggers evidently don’t like at all. All Mattogno does in this regard in the pre-
sent book is to raise some questions about this document. He does the same with
the Einsatzgruppen’s infamous Incident Reports. Source-critical questions are not
illegitimate, as the bloggers suggest, but pivotal. This alone shows the utterly un-
professional, biased approach of these bloggers. The next thing to notice with re-
gard to the “Jager Report” is that the bloggers accuse Mattogno of claims or mis-
takes he did, in fact, not make. Just read carefully what Mattogno wrote and what
the bloggers claim (provided they haven’t changed it by now), and you will real-

8 http://holocaustcontroversies.blogspot.com/
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ize their skewed perspective. Whether this is due to their incompetence or dis-
honesty may be left for the reader to decide.

In another blog entry, they accuse Mattogno of not having used all the sec-
ondary source material available on some aspects of the present study, and to
have taken into consideration only a limited number of witness testimonies. Such
accusations are inevitable and unreasonable. They are inevitable, because it is
physically impossible to cover all existing sources in a book of a reasonable size
written by only one author within a finite time span. In addition, quoting all the
secondary sources in existence — of which there are thousands — would be a book-
inflating exercise which would only annoy the reader without adding much in-
formation. At the end of the day, a study such as the present one must be based
primarily on primary sources, not on other scholars’ opinions.

Furthermore, when it comes to witness testimonies, these accusations are un-
reasonable as well, because the present book proves with ample examples that
many if not most witness testimonies are filled with absurd claims that give rise
to the conclusion that we simply cannot rely on them. Adding thousands more of
these sometimes absurd and even grotesque statements won’t change that conclu-
sion. Such expansion of the data pool can only confirm it.

At the end of the day, it does not matter how many witnesses have claimed
that witches ride on broomsticks and have sex with the devil (not necessarily both
at once nor in that order). If it can be shown that many of these statements are un-
trustworthy, we need to seek better, more reliable types of evidence. In our case,
as already stated, the type of evidence needed consists of thorough and independ-
ent forensic examinations of the mass graves that can be located. Nothing else
will do. If such evidence is never developed or presented, the world will have to
live for all eternity with critical, skeptical and even denying voices regarding the
claimed Einsatzgruppen massacres.

Germar Rudolf
1 November 2018

Update to the Second Edition

When we were in the process of finalizing the first edition of this book, we found
out that, while we were translating the author’s text from Italian to English, he
had made numerous corrections, updates and additions to his original Italian text
without ever informing us about it. The extent of these changes were revealed on-
ly after this first edition was already about to be released, so we could not include
those changes. However, when we recently prepared a German translation of this
work based on the latest Italian text, we took this opportunity to also prepare a
second English edition that incorporates all these changes.

Furthermore, while preparing both of these editions, more updates and correc-
tions were include that had become necessary, some of which are based on the
sometimes fruitful criticism of the internet bloggers mentioned earlier. For in-



CARLO MATTOGNO - THE EINSATZGRUPPEN, PART 1 23

stance, we have completely revamped the tables listing all the executions men-
tioned in the Incidents Reports (Tables 14-18, starting on page 260), and there-
fore also the statistics based on them, making this deluge of numbers more con-
sistent and transparent.

Germar Rudolf
4 November 2021
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Introduction

After the end of the Second World War, the nascent historiographical propagan-
da, which drew its lifeblood from the trials of the various military tribunals
against the defeated Germans, concentrated above all on the “extermination
camps” and specifically on the homicidal “gas chambers,” which soon became
the focus of what was later defined as the Holocaust.

During their trial of members of the Einsatzgruppen (September 1947 to April
1948), however, the Americans had brought to the fore the executions perpetrated
by these units in the temporarily German-occupied eastern territories. Although
these killings were numerically considerable (the indictment repeated the figure
of two million victims mentioned in that of the Nuremberg International Military
Tribunal®), they did not particularly capture the collective imagination, both for
the workaday execution method used — shooting, although more-exotic murder
weapons were also claimed as a “corrective,” such as the “gas vans” — as well as
for their problematic historical context (the merciless warfare against the Soviet
Union).

Already in 1951, the French Jewish historian Léon Poliakov, in his compendi-
um Bréviaire de la Haine, established the hierarchy of crimes attributed to the
Germans by calling the Einsatzgruppen shootings “chaotic exterminations” and
the institutionalized Killings carried out systematically in “gas chambers” “me-
thodical exterminations.”

Precisely because the “gas chambers” captured the imagination in an extraor-
dinary way and made the alleged crime appear “unique” in some way, they soon
assumed absolute dominance in the orthodox Holocaust literature, with the
Auschwitz Camp as the center of gravity. Even if, starting with Gerald Reitlin-
ger,® issues related to the Einsatzgruppen were investigated with increasing
depth, the “extermination camps” and their “gas chambers” kept an unchallenged
predominance in orthodox Holocaust literature for a long time. Revisionism was
born and evolved as a critical re-examination of this central aspect.

When the orthodox narrative of Auschwitz, the “symbol of the Holocaust™ per
se, began to falter under the impact of revisionist criticism, the emphasis gradual-
ly shifted to the so-called “Action Reinhardt” camps, namely Betzec, Sobibor and
Treblinka, for which specific documentation is notoriously non-existent. Since
that edifice also stood on extremely shaky ground (see Mattogno/Kues/Graf), the
orthodoxy began concurrently to increasingly emphasize the Einsatzgruppen’s

4 TWC, Vol. IV, p. 53, with explicit reference in footnote 2 to IMT, Vol. I, p. 292.
5> Reitlinger (1953) devotes two chapters to the Einsatzgruppen.
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activities, for which there is at least abundant and specific documentation. This
trend, already inaugurated at the end of the 1980s, especially by Arno Mayer
(1988), and further developed a few years later by Michel Korzec,® has more-
recently found new vigor thanks to Father Patrick Desbois (2007/2008).

Orthodox Holocaust studies on the Einsatzgruppen have grown enormously in
recent years. This also resulted from the fact that the proper “extermination
camps” are now exhausted as a topic of historiography. The latest book with sci-
entific claims on Auschwitz (apart, for obvious reasons, from the in-house publi-
cations of the Auschwitz Museum) is Robert Jan van Pelt’s The Case for Ausch-
witz: Evidence from the Irving Trial, which dates back to 2002. For the “extermi-
nation camps,” the focus is now only on mere collections of testimonies such as
the one edited by Dariusz Libionki for the Majdanek Museum, whose title trans-
lates to The Belzec Extermination Camp in Survivor Testimonies and Depositions
of Polish Witnesses, which appeared in 2013.

Although it is true that the last orthodox convulsions on the “gas chambers,”
published in the anthology New Studies on National-Socialist Mass Killings with
Poison Gas, dates back only to 2011 (Morsch/Perz), it marked precisely the col-
lapse of this essential aspect of the orthodox Holocaust narrative (see Mattogno
2016b). The research field dealing with the Einsatzgruppen is instead broad and
partly unexplored, as a result of which we may expect a substantial shift of the
holocaustic center of gravity toward this theme.

Although revisionist literature on the Holocaust has become very diverse and
abundant for all these reasons over the past two decades, no revisionist study has
existed so far specifically dealing with the Einsatzgruppen, with the sole excep-
tion of two 40-page brochures devoted to the subject by Udo Walendy (1983),
which are now quite dated and moreover do not address many central issues.

The work | present here aims to fill this gap by providing the essential ele-
ments to orient the reader in this complex topic. Given the vastness of the prob-
lems involved, | preferred to deal with the fundamental issues as listed in the Ta-
ble of Contents. Despite this self-limitation, the work has nevertheless become
quite voluminous.

Unlike the “extermination camps” and “gas chambers,” a large and certainly
authentic documentation exists that attests to mass executions of Jews by shoot-
ing of an enormous magnitude that were carried out by the Einsatzgruppen and
other associated units in the German-occupied eastern territories, although the
exact death toll is difficult to quantify (see Chapter V of Part One). In this regard,
therefore, it makes even less sense to label revisionist research efforts as “nega-
tionist” in nature, as does the silly stereotype affixed to revisionism by its adver-
saries. The fundamental problem is whether or not these shootings were carried
out on the basis of a governmental extermination order (by Hitler, Himmler or
Heydrich), and whether the Jews were shot merely because they were Jews.

6 Korzec 1995. The author claimed that, of the 5 million murdered Jews, only “some seven- or eight-
hundred thousand were probably gassed.”
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These two issues are essential conditions for including these executions in the or-
thodox Holocaust as it was defined by Michael Shermer and Alex Grobman in
their 2002 study Denying History:

“When historians talk about the ‘Holocaust’, what they mean on the most general

level is that about six million Jews were killed in an intentional and systematic

fashion by the Nazis using a number of different means, including gas chambers.”

(p. XV)

If the killings neither targeted Jews as such nor were ordered as such from above,
they simply did not occur “in an intentional and systematic fashion,” which refers
to an extermination order or at least a “decision.” In that case, they would be
mere war atrocities in the context of an atrocious war conducted by both sides.
Questioning the authenticity of the Einsatzgruppen’s reports does not make
sense, but the fact that they are authentic does not necessarily mean that their
statements are true. On the contrary, their contents at times cause a lot of conster-
nation, and this concerns not just the death-toll figures, but extends to the well-
founded suspicion that certain mass executions mentioned in them may have been
completely invented. | will divulge the reasons for this in due time during the
present study.

Since no certain documentary criterion exists that can be used to gauge the ve-
racity of the enormous amount of data and numbers contained in the various Ein-
satzgruppen reports and related documents, | have used the only possible criteri-
on that can provide at least a defensible order of magnitude: the material criterion
of the discovery of mass graves and the corpses they contain.

According to orthodox Holocaust historiography, the number of victims of the
Einsatzgruppen is said to have ranged from a minimum of about 900,000 (Hil-
berg) to a maximum of about 2,600,000 (Arad). These and other figures are ex-
amined in Chapter 5 of Part One. Because the bodies of the victims were buried,
in theory it should still be possible to find them in the mass graves. Hence, the
material criterion would allow the corpus delicti to be discovered in a literal
sense.

It is well known, however, that one of the cornerstones of the orthodox Holo-
caust narrative on the subject of the Einsatzgruppen is that, since 1943 at the lat-
est, the Germans are said to have engaged in an institutionalized and systematic
activity of locating the mass graves, exhuming the bodies contained in them, and
burning the remains of the victims on outdoor fires (the so-called “Aktion 1005”).
Given the importance of the topic, | considered it necessary to present it in as
much detail as possible. Hence, the entire second part of this work is dedicated to
this “Aktion 1005,” meaning the alleged cremation of millions of corpses buried
on Soviet territory temporarily occupied by the Germans.

Carlo Mattogno
September 2016
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