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DEPORTATION

Court finds Zundel can be deported

By Kirk Makin

Holocaust denier Ernst Zundel can be deported immediately as a danger to Canadian
security, a Federal Court of Canada judge has ruled.

In a searing 64-page ruling yesterday, Mr. Justice Pierre Blais labelled Mr. Zundel a racist
hypocrite who has nurtured a pacifist image to conceal his support of right-wing extremism and his
global propagation of anti-Semitic material. "Mr. Zundel seems to thrive in this troubled sea,
surrounded by ambiguity and hypocrisy," the judge said.

"Mr. Zundel's activities are not only a threat to Canada's national security, but also a threat
to the international community of nations."

No appeal is possible under the controversial national security certificate procedure,
meaning Mr. Zundel could be on a plane to his native Germany at any time.

Judge Blais said Mr. Zundel's Toronto home was "a revolving door" for every member of a
global white supremacist movement. He said Mr. Zundel deftly exploited Canada as a "safe
haven," and used his skills as a communicator and Internet pioneer to give new life to the white
supremacy movement.

Mr. Zundel, 65, has been living in solitary confinement in a Toronto jail since his arrest on
May 1, 2003. In keeping with the security certificate process, much of the evidence at his hearing
was heard in secret.

Defence counsel Peter Lindsay said that he plans two last-ditch attempts to obtain a stay of
the deportation order -- both based on the fact that the Supreme Court of Canada has not yet
decided whether to hear a pair of security-certificate-related cases.

"Mr. Zundel expected this result," Mr. Lindsay said last night after visiting his client in jail.
"He didn't think he was going to get a fair shake." "He could be gone tomorrow," said Bernie
Farber, executive director of the Canadian Jewish Congress. "All | know is, it's going to be quick.
Canadians can breathe easier now."

Judge Blais needed only to decide whether the security certificate was "reasonable." He
went much further, stating that the secret information erased any doubt of Mr. Zundel's status as
a global power who has hobnobbed with a who's who of the racist right. He described Mr. Zundel
as a man who, inspired by Hitler and latter-day Nazi sympathizers, set out to support the neo-Nazi
movement in dozens of countries. "He also tried, by all means possible, to develop and maintain a
global network of groups that have an interest in the same right-wing, extremist, neo-Nazi
mindset," Judge Blais said.

Mr. Zundel left his Toronto residence, known as the "Carlton Street bunker," several years
ago, and moved to Tennessee to live with his new wife. However, he was seized and returned to
Canada by U.S. authorities for violating an immigration requirement. Mr. Lindsay said last night
that while representing the marginalized and unpopular is a lawyer's highest calling, it was a
horribly disillusioning ordeal. "I will never, ever do another security certificate case," he said. "A
lawyer can play no meaningful role in the face of secret evidence. The lawyer's only role is as a fig
leaf, to make the process look acceptable.”

Mr. Lindsay said his attempts to secure a stay involve two Supreme Court leave
applications: A Federal Court of Appeal decision that Judge Blais was not biased and could hear
the Zundel case. An appeal of a constitutional challenge by suspected terrorist Adil Charkaoui to
the constitutionality of the security certificate procedure.

Judge Blais said that what he heard in secret linked Mr. Zundel to leaders of the Ku Klux
Klan, the Aryan Nations movement and many others who often resort to violence. He said that if
Mr. Zundel truly repudiated violence, he would have shunned these people. Judge Blais said that
Mr. Zundel is an egotist who could not hide his pleasure at the enormous influence he exerted as
a "guru of the right."

"l remember how proud he was when he mentioned in cross-examination that his Zundelsite
received hits from 400,000 people a month, and that after his arrest, the number grew to 1.2-
million people accessing his website each month," Judge Blais said.

The Globe and Mail, February 25, 2005
<http://www.theglobeandmail.com/servlet/story/RTGAM.20050225.wxzundel0225/BNStory/Front/>
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Zundel - Summary Of Gross

Corruption Of Court Decision
2-26-5

The following was written by a US attorney who has been studying the outrageous
proceedings in Canada...

| read carefully the parts of the Blais opinion.

Needless to say, it reeks with bias and is offensive to anyone familiar with the traditions of
British or American law. | only hope American lawyers not familiar with Ernst's case read this thing.

It, of course, stands the burden of proof on its head. | need not list all the comments
showing this. It constantly states that Ernst had to prove this and that to satisfy Judge Blais and
when testimony supports Ernst's position the Judge is "far from being convinced" etc. The whole
thing is "guilt by association de luxe"!

A particularly ludicrous example: confronted with testimony that Zundel disagreed with the
behaviour of a person associated with a white supremacist group and Zundel's testimony that he
never discussed such matters with that person, the Judge finds that since the person was in
Zundel's home for some time he MUST have discussed such matters with him. What a legal farce!
If this case was appealable in a normal judicial system any Judge making such a finding would be
subject removal from the case and perhaps the bench.

The claims that the secret evidence cannot be disclosed "for national security reasons"
need hardly be commented upon. This is Stalinism at its best. Judge Blais cites the opinion of a
Canadian Court of Appeal supposedly approving this deviation from centuries of Common Law
principles and saying, "It is well to remember that freedom as we know it has been suppressed in
many countries." | wonder if the judge who wrote that realized that he was condemning Canada
as one of those countries in the decision?

A few general comments:

* | found it quite significant that this Star Chamber found Ernst's offense to be that he was
the mastermind of the Canadian or perhaps world-wide "White Supremacist Movement" [note
capitals], an obviously ludicrous charge on the basis of the evidence, and specifically NOT
because of his views on the Holocaust. This is clearly an attempt to protect Bernie Faber and the
Jewish groups who as the world knows are behind the deportation case. It also shows that they
don't really want to get into a serious discussion of "Holocaust denial" for obvious reasons. |
wonder if the Germans are going to accept this?

* | found it interesting that in discussing the supposed need to keep the evidence against
Ernst secret for "national security” reasons (PAR. 107) the Judge (or whoever wrote the opinion)
says that some of the intelligence sources could have been "outside the country." A Middle East
source perhaps?

* The FBI report exonerating Zundel of illegal activity is denigrated by this Canadian Judge
and worse, he attributes the fact to an intent by Zundel to "lay low" for a time in the Tennessee
hills, a motive for which there is utterly no evidence in the record. Maybe it's in the secret papers
from the Canadian version of the KGB but he doesn't even claim that!

Rense.com
<http://rense.com/general63/zzun.htm>

EXCERPTS FROM JUDGE BLAIS’S RULING
THAT ERNST ZUNDEL IS A “SECURITY RISK” FOR CANADA

[See the complete text in English as well as in French at
<http://aaargh.com.mx/fran/livres/Livres.html>]

5 The position of the Ministers is that the certificate is reasonable and that based on the
information and evidence available, Mr. Ziindel is inadmissible to Canada on security grounds.
The basis of that belief is that Mr. Ziindel's status within the White Supremacist Movement (the
Movement) is such that he is a leader and ideologue who inspires, influences, supports and
directs adherents of the Movement to actuate his ideology.
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6 It is important to note that Mr. Ziindel's views on the Holocaust had been known for
years, but were of no concern to the Canadian Security Intelligence Service (CSIS). They may well
have been an irritant to many and may have been considered as vile and perverse, but they were
not enough to label him as a security threat. Rather, the investigations only began when Mr.
Zindel crossed the boundaries of free speech and pursuant to the Ministers' opinion, entered the
realm of incitement to hatred and potential political violence in relation to the White Supremacist
Movement.

7 The Ministers also suggest that Mr. Zindel intends serious violence to be a
consequence of his influence and to this extent, Mr. Ziindel is engaged in the propagation of
serious political violence to a degree commensurate with those who actually execute the acts. It is
these alleged activities that the Ministers believe make Mr. Ziindel inadmissible to Canada on
security grounds.

91 8 In his response, Mr. Ziindel argues that he is merely a 65 year old man, who has lived
peacefully in Canada from 1958 to 2000, that he has no criminal record in Canada and faces no
criminal charges in Canada.

9 Mr. Zindel suggests that CSIS has no evidence that during his stay in Canada, he
ever:

a) aided or abetted the commission of any criminal offence in Canada;
b) conspired with anyone to commit any criminal offence in Canada; or
c) counselled anyone to commit any criminal offence in Canada.

9 10 Mr. Zindel firmly insists that there is nothing in the evidence that could lead him to be
inadmissible on one of the grounds of inadmissibility provided by section 34 of the IRPA. He
further suggests that not only does CSIS have no case against him, but that it decided to begin
these proceedings on a vendetta against him which was in no way justified.

1 11 Finally, Mr. Zindel suggests that he is thus at the mercy of a secret proceeding and
of the judge conducting it. He is not aware of the evidence that is provided in camera and he
cannot provide any response to the arguments that have been made in camera.

1 19 Counsel for Mr. Zindel has insisted that Mr. Zindel was never involved in acts of
violence. | would point out that there is no requirement that an individual who is inadmissible to
Canada on security grounds be personally involved in acts of violence. Such an interpretation is
short-sighted and not in keeping with the ruling of the Supreme Court of Canada in Suresh v.
Canada (Minister of Citizenship and Immigration), (...) that danger to the security be given a "fair,
large and liberal interpretation". There is therefore no requirement that criminality be determined in
order for a permanent resident or a foreign national to be found to be a danger to the security of
Canada (...) Rather, as mentioned earlier, the threat that a person may constitute a danger to the
security of Canada must be substantial and based on an objectively reasonable suspicion.

26 Mr. Ziindel has always supported the ideology of the White Supremacist Movement,
one which is based on the fundamental belief that the white race is an endangered species in
need of protection as a result of non-Whites and Jews seeking to attack the foundation of
western civilization. Blacks in particular are seen as intellectually inferior, while Jews are viewed as
conspiring to gain control of the world through manipulation of financial markets, the spread of
communism, pornography and general moral degeneracy. The government is viewed with
suspicion as it is seen to be controlled by a Jewish conspiracy referred to as zionist occupation
government (ZOG). These fundamental beliefs lead to antisemitic, racist, anti-immigration, anti-
democratic, anti-human rights and anti-homosexual attitudes.

129 In my decision on the detention review rendered January 21, 2004, | mentioned at
paragraph 27:

...The Ministers have provided considerable evidence, that cannot be disclosed for
reasons of national security, that Mr. Zindel has extensive contacts within the violent
racist and extremist movement. Mr. Zindel stated in his testimony that he knew the
following people slightly, or had professional contacts with them, or had interviewed them
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as a reporter. Information showed, rather, that he had dealt with them a great deal more,
in some cases had funded their activities, and generally had maintained much closer ties
than what he had admitted to in his examination or cross-examination.

4 30 Mr. Ziindel was given the opportunity to respond to these findings; he also had the
possibility of providing witnesses that could address, explain and give a more adequate and real
picture of his true relationship with these people. Mr. Ziindel opted to pass up this opportunity and
to keep the nature of his affiliation with these people private. Although for reasons of national
security, | cannot expose in detail the discrepancies between what Mr. Zindel said and the
information that | have received in camera from different sources, | will revisit some of these
inconsistencies later in my analysis.

138 If, as Mr. Zundel claims, he is not on side with extremists, is not on side with people
claiming that the Jews should be eliminated and is not on side with Canadian members of the
Heritage Front that wanted to create a list of members of the Jewish Movement for future
retaliation, then how can he agree to participate in a meeting of the Heritage Front as a guest
speaker, surrounded and supported by members of extremist White Supremacist groups in
Canada?

145 These serious contradictions required explanation; if Mr. Ziindel did not subscribe to
the views expressed by all those people and organizations, then he should have clearly
expressed, both publicly and privately, his total opposition to the kind of material, propaganda,
violence and hatred promoted by those individuals and associations. | simply cannot accept the
proposition that Mr. Zliindel is a pacifist, while at the same time, he continues to maintain a close
association and to support the above-mentioned extremists.

148 That being said, a more in-depth look at the evidence is necessary. Mr. Zindel did
not expose his real relationship with Mr. Droege. On the one hand, Mr. Ziindel's testimony was
that he never discussed Heritage Front matters with Mr. Droege, but that he was simply consulted
by Mr. Droege on questions of history. On the other hand, Mr. Christie, former counsel for Mr.
Zindel and a long-time friend, testified that when Mr. Ziindel was with Mr. Droege, he spent much
of his time admonishing him over his involvement with violent activities. | am convinced that Mr.
Zundel was involved with Mr. Droege to a much larger extent than was presented by him and his
witness. He knew very well that Mr. Droege was involved in the Heritage Front and other similar
activities, yet Mr. Zindel still supported and provided him with advice on a continuous basis. In
fact, | strongly believe that Mr. Ziindel needed someone like Mr. Droege to maintain contact with
the most extremist members of the Movement, while keeping for himself the more prestigious
television program appearances, interview requests and podium speeches.

149 | also have reservations concerning the scope of Mr. Ziindel's knowledge of Mr.
Lemire and his involvement in the Heritage Front. | believe that Mr. Ziindel was well aware of Mr.
Lemire's presidency and particularly of the efforts of Mr. Lemire, a computer expert, to develop
websites to disseminate messages of racial hatred and to incite violence. Based on reliable
evidence provided to me in camera, | believe that Mr. Ziindel was in close association with Mr.
Lemire, who was working full-time in Mr. Zindel's house until his departure for the United States in
2000. Furthermore, | also believe that Mr. Lemire had access to Mr. Zindel's website. Mr. Christie
testified that Mr. Lemire was constantly admonished by Mr. Ziindel about his behaviour; should |
therefore believe Mr. Ziindel's testimony that he never discussed Heritage Front business in his
house with Mr. Lemire? In my view, Mr. Ziindel and Mr. Lemire did in fact discuss Heritage Front
matters in his house but most probably in Mr. Christie's absence.

150 | am far from being convinced that the relationship between Mr. Long, Leader of the
Aryan Nations, and Mr. Ziindel, consisted of a single meeting during the past 15 years and was
limited to a 10 minute encounter in Calgary. Rather, based on reliable evidence provided to me in
camera, | believe that Mr. Ziindel maintained a much closer association with Mr. Long over those
years and that Mr. Ziindel simply decided not to elaborate, nor to provide a truthful description of
his real relationship with Mr. Long.

9 62 Mr. Zindel seems to thrive in this troubled sea surrounded by ambiguity and
hypocrisy. The most flagrant example of this hypocrisy is when he paid to bring two Black
witnesses from Florida to the United Kingdom to testify at the trial of his friend Nick Griffin, National
Chairman of the neo-Nazi group the British National Party, in hopes of demonstrating that he and
Mr. Griffin were not racists and were totally opened to multiculturalism.
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4 63 His friend Mr. Douglas Christie, who testified on Mr. Ziindel's behalf after having acted
as counsel in this very case for more than a year, expressed his views on the general atmosphere
in the Ziindel's house and about Mr. Ziindel's beliefs:

There was no animosity toward people of race. There were discussions about race,
and he had a high expectation of white people. It was kind of like Rudyard Kipling's
"White Man's Burden." He thought that white men should behave according to a higher
moral standard. That was his view. When white men fell below that standard, he was
critical and, | would say, disappointed. He condemned them for being a disgrace to their
race. (Page 5321 of the transcript dated August 30, 2004)

164 | am not even sure that Mr. Christie, when he was quoting his friend Mr. Zindel,
realized how cynical and racist that particular sentence was; how can you think that only White
men should have high standards? No one should doubt that every person should strive to be at
the highest standard, not only the White people.

9 69 Mr. Zindel has himself admitted that he has a large ego. He tried to diminish the
importance of his admission that he was somehow a "guru of the right". Nevertheless, he is proud
of the influence he has on all the people and organizations that are mentioned in the Summary.
He always tries to distance himself from the violence and extremist views proliferated by those
people and organizations, but he does not want to severe [sic] these ties; he wants to maintain
his influence on them. He did not want to be seen as a leader of the Heritage Front, he even
mentioned that he was not a member of that organization. But the leaders of this organization
were spending most of their time in his house to hear his suggestions and to follow his advice. |
remember how proud he was when he mentioned in cross-examination that his Zundelsite
received hits from 400,000 people a month, and that after his arrest, the number grew to 1.2
million people accessing his website every month; his tone and body language were more telling
than anything of the proudness he had, realizing that after decades, more than a million people
every month were in touch with his writings.

172 Mr. Zindel described the CHRC as a Canadian "hick" Tribunal, mentioning that it had
no control over him when he was living in the United States. So, what happens now, since the
United States has deported him and he now wants to stay and live in Canada? His answer today
is that he has no control over the website but that his wife is managing it from Tennessee and
that we should therefore believe his suggestion that he is not involved in the management of the
Zundelsite. In my view, this is yet another attempt by Mr. Zindel to exploit Canada as a safe
haven.

182 (...) RCMP spokesperson Manon Eburne stated that the RCMP had collaborated with
several outside agencies on the case [regarding the parcel bomb sent to Zundel] and that they
had an obligation not to release any information which "would compromise the identity of any
information source or any international partner agencies." The RCMP therefore felt it would be
contrary to public interest to reveal the sources and decided to withdraw some of the charges,
including among others, the one concerning Mr. Ziindel. Ms. Eburne added that "the decision was
made after the RCMP was directed by a B.C. Supreme Court order to disclose information relating
to the investigation which the RCMP felt must remain confidential." (exhibit D-63) This file speaks
for itself, it is not under my jurisdiction and | will not comment on it any further, except to say that it
adds little, if anything of value, in determining if the certificate issued is reasonable.

1 83 Sometime in November 2004, counsel for Mr. Ziindel provided new evidence from the
United States Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). This report is of little probative value and
cannot in any way displace the huge amount of evidence pointing to Mr. Ziindel's involvement
with right wing extremists around the world over a period of almost 20 years before his departure
from Canada.

91 84 | have included the most relevant parts of the report below:

The Knoxville source does not believe the subject has any direct connections to the
National Alliance or the Aryan Nations and that the subject is a "Revisionist" not a White
Supremacist per se. The source has never heard the subject [deleted in original] espouse
any hatred toward any minority groups or discuss or encourage any type of violent activity
against anyone, including Jews.
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SA [deleted in original] advised the subject was "out of status", meaning he came
to the United States as a visitor but overstayed his six-month visit window. SA [deleted in
original] advised he would send the subject a letter asking the subject to come in for an
interview.

SA [deleted in original] stated the [deleted in original] could file paperwork to make
[deleted in original] legal and that such paperwork would most likely be approved by INS.

In view of the fact that there is no indication that the subject is, or ever has been,
involved in any acts of violence, acts of domestic terrorism, or any other criminal activity
within the United States, recommend this case be closed administratively.

(Federal Bureau of Investigation Report dated April 9, 2001)

9 85 Although the report's lack of evidence implicating Mr. Zindel in any criminal or
subversive activities in the United States may seem compelling, it covers a period of only four
months, from February 2001, until May 2001. It should be noted that the maijority of the report is
based on the information and belief of a single source that "is not in a position to testify", and that
no interview was conducted with Mr. Zliindel until after the FBI's investigation was closed. (...)

1186 One would be very ill advised to be involved in any criminal or seditious activities while
already having been flagged by the FBI as being in the United States illegally, not to mention the
fact that Mr. Zindel was in the process of acquiring his U.S. citizenship. Mr. Zindel is well aware
of the difficulties he encountered in Canada while trying to acquire his citizenship and probably
thought it wiser to stay out of the limelight in the mountains of Tennessee for that period. It is for
these reasons that | accord little weight to the FBI report.

9 87 As | mentioned publicly during the hearing, | understand Mr. Ziindel's frustration
regarding his inability to access the classified information; nevertheless, | carefully reviewed the
classified material and decided that it was not possible to provide more information than was
provided in the Summary, as the classified information would be injurious to national security and
to the safety of persons if disclosed. (...)

The nature of the evidence, kept partly secret, and the fact that no cross-examination was
possible for Mr. Zindel mean that | must be particularly careful in assessing the evidence
presented and determining what weight it should be given. In addition to his usual role of
impartiality, the judge in such a situation must examine with particular thoroughness all the
evidence which is presented to him without the benefit of the other party testing its credibility.
Other judges of this Court have been placed in a similar discomforting position, where the public
interest of an open court collides with the needs of national security. | wish to make it clear that
the additional burden placed on the judge is not taken lightly. The information that was presented
to me in camera was reviewed with intense scrutiny, and was carefully weighed, with an eye to the
quality and number of sources of information. (...)

1 93 Mr. Zindel has not been deprived of any of his fundamental rights. Mr. Ziindel, a
landed immigrant in Canada who still has his German citizenship, left Canada in 2000 claiming
that he was somehow abandoning or leaving the country forever in hopes of obtaining American
citizenship.

1 94 For reasons that are not completely clear to this Court, there were some problems
with the U.S. authorities in the process of obtaining his citizenship and Mr. Ziindel was deported
to the Canadian border on February 18, 2003.

1 95 He was detained at the border as soon as he entered Canadian territory and has
since had full access to counsel as well as regular detention reviews pursuant to the process
established by the Canadian immigration legislation. (...)

4 100 The process under the Canadian Immigration Act has been and is respectful of Mr.
Zindel's rights. His detention has been reviewed when he was detained upon his arrival to
Canada, the very day after the certificate was issued and every six months after the first decision.
There could be future detention reviews and Mr. Zindel was and is still capable of providing new
evidence that could justify his release from detention. (...)
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9 102 Mr. Zindel was entitled to provide any withesses or documents that he wanted. Mr.
Burdi was provided to testify that he was indeed thrown out of Mr. Ziindel's house because his
behaviour and the language of his songs were seen as being disgusting by Mr. Ziindel (...)

9 103 Mr. Zindel also called Dave Stewart who testified for a period of eight days and was
examined on the documents that were filed by CSIS and also by Mr. Ziindel. Mr. Stewart identified
himself as being one of the few people that gathered all the information that was provided to the
Ministers when they made their decision on the certificate. Mr. Stewart mentioned that there was a
vast quantity of documents gathered over a 25 year span regarding Mr. Ziindel and that CSIS
provided documents they believed were relevant to the certificate. (...)

9 104 Mr. Zindel also testified at length before me, and | had the opportunity and the
privilege of examining first-hand his reactions and responses to the questions that were posed to
him. Over the last two decades, Mr. Zindel has gained extensive experience in asking and
answering questions. He qualifies himself as a "media man", having conducted hundreds of
interviews around the world; he is quite comfortable in an interrogative setting.

9 105 Even though Mr. Zindel seemed forthcoming in answering the questions put to him,
he nevertheless deliberately decided not to clarify his relationship with the individuals and
organizations mentioned and described in the Summary. The questions were clear, but the
answers were shrouded in ambiguity.

9 106 Based on what | saw, what | heard, and what was presented to me during the
hearings, | have no hesitation in concluding that his testimony lacked credibility on several crucial
elements of the case.

1 107 1 have already mentioned that some of the evidence was kept confidential, because
its disclosure would be injurious to national security. This notion encompasses a multitude of
elements and sources. Among them, there could be different human and documentary sources
arising outside the country, as well as similar sources of a local nature. As previously mentioned, it
is the designated judge who is responsible for the decision to keep information classified if its
disclosure would be injurious to national security.

4 108 This is where national security transcends the individual rights of a person who is
the subject of a security certificate and who is therefore deemed to be a threat to the security of
Canada. In Re Charkaoui, supra, the Federal Court of Appeal held:

If we were to accept the appellant's position that national security cannot justify
any derogations from the rules governing adversarial proceedings we would be reading
into the Constitution of Canada an abandonment by the community as a whole of its
right to survival in the name of a blind absolutism of the individual rights enshrined in
that Constitution. We fail to discern any legislative intention along those lines, quite the
contrary. We adopt the words of the Court of Appeals for the third circuit in Kiareldeen
v. Ashcroft and the Immigration and Naturalization Service, supra, at page 21:

Few interests can be more compelling than a nation's need to ensure its own
security. It is well to remember that freedom as we know it has been suppressed in
many countries. Unless a society has the capability and will to defend itself from the
aggressions of others, constitutional protections of any sort have little meaning.

(...)

9 109 The decision is made by the judge and not by the Ministers. If the judge arrives at
the conclusion that part of the evidence should be disclosed and the Ministers still believe that its
disclosure would be injurious to national security, the Ministers may withdraw the evidence that is
proposed. Sometimes, this is a difficult task because the disclosure of one part of the evidence
could divulge information that would make possible the identification of the sources which not only
would be injurious to national security but also to the security of persons. (...)

This means for instance that evidence, which of itself might not be of any particular use in
actually identifying the threat, might nevertheless require to be protected if the mere divulging of
the fact that CSIS is in possession of it would alert the targeted organization to the fact that it is in
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fact subject to electronic surveillance or to a wiretap or to a leak from some human source within
the organization. (...)

9 111 Faced with the evidence that was provided by the Ministers, | have no hesitation in
concluding that pursuant to section 33 and to paragraph 34(1)(d) of the IRPA, there are
reasonable grounds to believe that Mr. Ziindel is inadmissible on security grounds for being a
danger to the security of Canada.

9 112 Mr. Zindel has associated, supported and directed members of the Movement who
in one fashion or another have sought to propagate violent messages of hate and have
advocated the destruction of governments and multicultural societies. Mr. Ziindel's activities are
not only a threat to Canada's national security but also a threat to the international community of
nations. Mr. Zindel can channel the energy of members of the White Supremacist Movement from
around the world, providing funding to them, bringing them together and providing them advice
and direction.

9 113 It would be illusory to believe that the White Supremacist Movement is receding.
While it is true that the detention of Mr. Ziindel may have taken the wind out of the sails of his
followers, the White Supremacist network is still very much alive and active. The use of the
Internet has created new methods of communication which have replaced traditional ones. No
longer must halls or pubs be rented in order to have meetings; rather, communication can now
take place easily and anonymously between adherents of the White Supremacist Movement, as
well as anyone else curious enough to visit websites or log onto chat rooms dedicated to keeping
this network alive.

1 114 Although not all of the 1.2 million monthly visitors, as mentioned by Mr. Zindel, to
the Zundelsite are members of the White Supremacist Movement, that volume, on only one
website, is an indication of the potential influence this means of communication holds. (...)

9 115 The physical presence of Mr. Ziindel is not necessary to maintain the sustenance of
this network. Nonetheless, Mr. Zindel's freedom following two years of incarceration, would no
doubt galvanize the White Supremacist Movement. Mr. Zindel has the funding, the support, an
established infrastructure, a means of communication to the masses via his Zundelsite as well as
numerous individuals who are prepared to do his bidding. Mr. Ziindel is capable of bringing all this
back together and once again spurring the White Supremacist Movement.

9 116 In this case, | have no doubt regarding the fairness and legality of the process and |
have no doubt that the evidence in support of the certificate conclusively established that Mr.
Zundel represents a danger for the security of Canada and that the certificate signed by the
Minister of Citizenship and Immigration and the Solicitor General of Canada is reasonable. (...)

9 128 Among the documents submitted by Mr. Ziindel, | have found fan mail supporting
him in his views, a letter condemning modern day Germany (written by Mr. Ziindel himself), letters
from Canadian war veterans supporting Mr. Zindel, a copy of a German arrest warrant for Mr.
Zindel dated February 17, 2003, an affidavit by his wife, Ingrid Rimland, numerous character
references from friends of Mr. Ziindel, as well as many newspaper articles relaying the current
state of Mr. Ziindel's hearings in Canada and the United States. It is interesting to note that these
articles in no way support Mr. Zindel's claim for protection, but are used by him to add a few
personal comments such as:

"Always Jewish Groups - not Italians, French Canadians, Sri Lankans, always
Jewish Groups! Bitching!" (Boston Globe article, Denier of Holocaust is deported to
Canada; US move sparks anger dated 2/21/2003)

"Note always the government in League with my Jewish Enemies!" (Copy of the first
4 pages of Ernst Ziindel v. Her Majesty the Queen, No. 21811, Supreme Court of Canada
judgment)

9 129 The only remark made by Mr. Ziindel's counsel in reference to a credible document
which can be relied on as a source of unbiased information, is the unfounded and unbacked
assertion that the U.S. Department of State document cited numerous times by the Minister,
contained the following concerns about Germany, none of which were mentioned in the PRRA
decision:
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there have been instances in which [German] police committed human rights
abuses (p.1)

instances of societal violence and harassment directed at minority groups and
foreign residents continued (p.1)

in 2001, the U.N. Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination expressed
concern about "repeated reports of racist incidents in police stations as well as ill-
treatment by law enforcement officials against foreigners" in the country (p.2)

ORDER

On the basis of the information and evidence available to me, | have determined that the
certificate signed by the Minister of Citizenship and Immigration and the Solicitor General of
Canada on May 1, 2003, is reasonable and that the Pre-Removal Risk Assessment decision
dated October 28, 2003, is lawfully made.

BLAIS J.

See the complete text of Judge Blais opinion at
<http://aaargh.com.mx/fran/livres2/Blais-e.pdf>

DO AMERICANS EVEN CARE?

Russia, Israel and Media Omissions

By Alison WEIR

/ \s is often the case with AP's coverage of news having to do with Israel, there's a

serious omission in its reporting on the Russia-Israel connection even when it involves oil and the
United States.

The day after the State of the Union Address, two Interpol fugitives attended the "National
Prayer Breakfast" held in Washington DC. The day before that, these fugitives from the law were
the guests of honor at an hour-long meeting of the International Relations Committee on Capitol
Hill, invited by ranking Democrat Tom Lantos (Calif.)

You would think it would be hot news when wanted men being hunted by European police
suddenly pop up in the US particularly on Capitol Hill and at events attended by the US president.

Yet, there was not a single AP story in the US on any of this. [1] Not a single national
network television or radio news program even mentioned these facts. In fact, Google and
LexisNexis searches four days after these events took place turned up only three newspaper
articles on them anywhere in the entire country. [2]

Who are these fugitives from the law, wanted by Interpol, who are meeting at the highest
levels of the US government? And why didn't we learn of them?

Therein lies the story. These two men, it turns out, are just the tips of a colossal iceberg.
And this iceberg doesn't just have 90 percent of its mass hidden under water; this iceberg is
almost entirely submerged.

They are Mikhail Brudno and Vladimir Dubov, Israeli-Russian partners in the giant Russian
oil company Yukos. They, along with a number of their cronies, are wanted by Interpol for
allegedly bilking Russian citizens out of billions of dollars. To elude Russian prosecution, these
men have taken up residence in Israel. [3]

As the Israeli newspaper Ha'aretz explains: "In recent years Russian authorities began
investigating [Yukos], its managers and major stockholders, many of whom are of Jewish origin.
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The probes caused several of the managers to flee to Israel, and resulted in Khodorkovski's
[Yukos CEOQ] arrest and a Kremlin attack on Yukos."

The fact is that Israel is an important factor in the ongoing, nation-shaking power struggle
now going on in Russia. Yet AP virtually never reports this connection. For example, a few months
ago in a typical AP story on this power struggle, "Report: Russia again charges Berezovsky," [4]
Moscow AP Bureau Chief Judith Ingram makes no mention anywhere that Berezovsky is an lIsraeli
citizen, or of his many connections to Israel.

Such omissions by AP and large swaths of the American media leave Americans seriously
disadvantaged in deciphering what is going on in Russia, and its profound significance for the
world.

In order to make sense of this Russian power struggle, and to understand its importance to
the rest of us, it is necessary to understand the usually omitted Israeli subtext. When this is
understood, the friendship of such pro-Israel Congressional leaders as Rep. Lantos to fugitive
Russian oil tycoons begins to make sense.

To explore this background it is often useful to turn to the Israeli press. In July a major
Israeli publication, the Jerusalem Post, carried an article headlined: "Boris Berezovsky: Putin's
Russia dangerous for Israel." Before describing what this contained, let us first go into a little of
the background.

The Oligarchs

Boris Berezovsky is one of seven "oligarchs," as they are known both inside and outside
Russia: massively rich, powerful manipulators who through violence, theft and corruption acquired
a mammoth percentage (reports range from 70 to 85 percent) of Russia's resources, from its oil to
the auto industry to mass media outlets.

At the same time, the group steadily gained control over much of the country's political
apparatus. Using extraordinary financial resources and insider dealing, the oligarchs handpicked
prime ministers and governmental leaders and barely even bothered to do this behind the scenes.

In 1997 Yukos founder Mikhail Khodorkovsky, one of the group and Russia's sometimes
richest man (several of the oligarchs trade the top spot back and forth) told an interviewer before
he was arrested and imprisoned by Putin last year:

"If we rank all the fields of man's activity by profitability, politics will be the most lucrative
business. When we see a critical situation in the government, we draw lots in order to pick out a
person from our milieu for work in power." [5]

Almost all of these oligarchs, it turns out, have significant ties to Israel. In fact, Berezovsky
himself has Israeli citizenship a fact that caused a scandal of Watergate proportions in Russia in
1996 when it was exposed by a Russian newspaper. [6]

Do Berezovsky's dual loyalties really matter? Yes. In the realm of global dominance, Israel's
interests and Russia's are considerably divergent. It is in Israel's interests to bring to power a
regime in Russia friendly to Israel, rather than the current one under Putin, which Israeli leaders
feel is supportive of its enemies. Not long ago, for example, Putin met with Syrian leaders an
action highly disturbing to Israel.

Having an Israeli citizen at the highest levels of the Russian government is ideal, from
Israel's point of view. In Berezovsky they had such a man. The Jerusalem Post article mentioned
above is revealing. It describes Berezovsky as "the Godfather of the Oligarchs' and Kingmaker of
Russia's Politics™ and reports Berezovsky's statement that "Putin's Russia is dangerous for Israel."
Berezovsky goes on to assert that Putin "supports terror" in the Middle East through Russia's
previous relations with Iraq and current relations with Iran. [7]

While Israelis may have been delighted at Berezovsky's position in Russia, It is not
surprising that Russian citizens were somewhat less so. Finding that a powerful leader and
member of the Russian Security Council was an Israeli citizen was disconcerting, at best.

As a result of the media uproar over Berezovsky's Israeli citizenship and other events, the
Oligarchs' connections to Israel are widely known in Russia and elsewhere. In Israel they are
covered frequently, often with adulation, including a recent hit Israeli TV series called "The
Oligarchs."

"Some of its episodes," according to Israeli writer Uri Avnery, "are simply unbelievable or
would have been, if they had not come straight from the horses' mouths: the heroes of the story,
who gleefully boast about their despicable exploits. The series was produced by Israeli immigrants
from Russia."

Avnery writes that the oligarchs used "cheating, bribery and murder," as they "exploited the
disintegration of the Soviet system to loot the treasures of the state and to amass plunder
amounting to hundreds of billions of dollars. In order to safeguard the perpetuation of their
business, they took control of the state. Six out of the seven are Jews." [8]
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According to a Washington Post story by David Hoffman, the group bought and controlled
Russian governmental officials at the highest levels. After financing Yeltsin's election in 1996,
Hoffman writes: "The tycoons met and decided to insert one of their own into government. They
debated who and chose [VIadimir] Potanin, who became deputy prime minister. One reason they
chose Potanin was that he is not Jewish, and most of the rest of them are, and feared a backlash
against the Jewish bankers." [9]

In Russia, the oligarchs are deeply loathed, considered villains who worked to bleed the
country dry; during their reign many Russian citizens saw their life savings disappear overnight. A
new term was coined for their dominance, "semibankirshchina" (the rule of the seven bankers),
and they were widely known to have wielded small, murderous armies. There are rumors that
Berezovsky, subject of the respectful AP article, was even responsible for the gunning down of an
American journalist, Forbes Moscow editor Paul Klebnikov.

While no one has been charged with the murder of Klebnikov, who had written a book on
Berezovsky, many suspect a Berezovsky connection. As a friend of Klebnikov wrote:
"Experienced expatriates in Russia shared an essential rule: Don't cross these brutal billionaires,
ever, or you're likely to go home in a box." [10]

The Chechnya Connection

There is evidence that Berezovsky's responsibility for death and tragedy may be vastly
greater.

"Berezovsky boasts that he caused the war in Chechnya," Avnery reports, "in which tens of
thousands have been killed and a whole country devastated. He was interested in the mineral
resources and a prospective pipeline there. In order to achieve this he put an end to the peace
agreement that gave the country some kind of independence. The oligarchs dismissed and
destroyed Alexander Lebed, the popular general who engineered the agreement, and the war
has been going on since then.

"In the end," Avnery writes, "there was a reaction: Vladimir Putin, the taciturn and tough ex-
KGB operative, assumed power, took control of the media, put one of the oligarchs (Mikhalil
Khodorkovsky) in prison, caused the others to flee (Berezovsky is in England, Viadimir Gusinsky is
in Israel, another, Mikhail Chernoy, is assumed to be hiding here.)"

Yet, apart from the Washington Post, American media report on almost none of this.
Instead, US coverage largely portrays Berezovsky and his crowd as American-style entrepreneurs
who are being hounded by a Russian government whose actions are, to repeat the media's
commonly used phrase, "politically motivated."

US news stories, even when they occasionally do hint at questionable practices, tend to
use such phrases as "brash young capitalists" to describe the oligarchs. [11] For example, a long
series co-produced by FRONTLINE and the New York Times referred to these men as "shrewd
businessmen,"” and asked "what it's like to be young, Russian and newly affluent?" [12] Massive
violence, dual loyalties, and control of resources are rarely, if ever, part of the picture.

When AP Moscow bureau chief Ingram was asked for this article about Berezovsky's Israeli
citizenship, she claimed to know nothing about it, a curious contention for someone who has
been an AP news editor in Moscow since 1999. When Ingram was queried further, she hung up
the phone.

An examination of Ingram's reporting on the Berezovsky story cited above raises serious
questions. Though she is located in Moscow, Ingram interviewed only two people for her news
story: Berezovsky, who is in London, and Berezovsky associate Alex Goldfarb, in New York. One
wonders why she interviewed none of the Russians residing around her.

Similarly, one wonders why not a single AP story has identified Berezovsky's considerable
connection to Israel.

Further, nowhere does Ingram's article convey the ruthlessness of the oligarchs' actions, or
the significance of their holdings, including control of its media. Unnoted in Ingram's report is the
fact that her subject and fellow oligarch Vladimir Gusinsky have been two of Russia's most
powerful media tycoons.

Before Putin's crackdown, according to the Washington Post, oligarchs had succeeded in
seizing "the reins of Russia's print and broadcast media, vital to the evolution of the country's
fledgling democracy and growth of its nascent civil society." Berezovsky crony Gusinsky, who is
close friends with Rupert Murdoch and was about the launch a satellite network, fled to Israel
when it appeared he would be arrested." [13]

Somehow, AP's bureau chief seems to have missed all this.
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Does this matter to Americans?

AP is the major news source for the thousands of news outlets around the country who
cannot afford to have their own foreign correspondents. When AP chooses not to cover
something, its omission is felt throughout the nation. When national news networks and others
leave out the same facts, the cover-up is almost total.

Russia, despite its current turmoil, contains enormous power. Its natural resources are
gargantuan: it possesses the world's largest natural gas reserves, the second largest coal
reserves, and the eighth largest oil reserves. It is the world's largest exporter of natural gas, the
second largest oil exporter, and the third largest energy consumer.[14] Russia's significance on
the world stage now, as in the past, is immense.

Similarly, the United States is currently the most powerful nation on earth. It is therefore
essential that its citizens be accurately informed on issues of significance. Israeli citizens, Russian
citizens, and citizens of nations throughout the world know the information detailed above. It is
critical that American citizens be no less well informed.

For years, the neocons' push for war against Iraq was largely uncovered by the US media.
For even longer, the neocons' close connections to Israel have gone largely unmentioned in
mainstream American news reports. As a result, very few Americans know to what degree many of
those responsible for the tragic US invasion and occupation of Iraq have been motivated by
Israeli concerns.

The omission in coverage of Iraq has been profoundly disastrous, both for the Middle East
and for Americans. In fact, it is quite likely that only history will show the true extent of this
disaster. It is deeply troubling to see the same kind of omission occurring on Russia.

[1] Interestingly, an AP report sent out only on its Worldstream wire (i.e. to Europe; Britain; Scandinavia; Middle East; Africa; India;
Asia; England, but not to US papers) contained information on this at the end of the report.

[2] Washington Post: "Prayer Breakfast Includes Russian Fugitives" (overall, the Post has been an exception to the general blackout on
this subject); the Seattle Times, which ran the Post story, and the New York Times, in a short story on page 12 on Sunday, three days
after the event. Interestingly, the NY Times story was filed from Moscow (not Washington) and quotes a "spokesman” for the two men,
Charles Krause, who has worked as a correspondent in Israel for the News Hour with Jim Lehrer. In the Times story Russian attempts
to prosecute these men are described as "politically motivated."

[3] This is a wise move, since Israel is known for never extraditing Jewish citizens, no matter what their crime. Even requests for such
cooperation by the US, which gives Israel over $10 million per day, go unheeded by the Israeli government. Private citizens wanted for
committing murder in the US, for example, are not returned for trial.

[4] Associated Press, Sept. 22, 2004

[5] "Tycoons Take the Reins in Russia," By David Hoffman, Washington Post Foreign Service, Friday, August 28, 1998; Page A01

[6] "Media and Poalitics in Transition: Three Models, " Post-Soviet Media Law & Policy Newsletter, Issue 35, Benjamin N. Cardozo
School of Law, Feb. 27, 1997

[7] "Boris Berezovsky: Putin's Russia dangerous for Israel.’, Bret Stephens, The Jerusalem Post, July 5, 2005

[8]" The Oligarchs", Uri Avnery, CounterPunch, Aug. 3, 2004

[9] "Tycoons Take the Reins in Russia," By David Hoffman, Washington Post Foreign Service, Friday, August 28, 1998; Page A01,

[10] "Same Old Ruthless Russia," by Michael R. Caputo, Washingtonpost.com

[11] Washington Post, Aug 28, 1998

[12] October 2003, Sabrina Tavernise,

[13] "Powerful Few Rule Russian Mass Media," David Hoffman, Washington Post, March 31, 1997; Page A01

[14] http://www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/cabs/russia.html

CounterPunch, February 17, 2005
<http://www.counterpunch.org/weir02172005.htmI>

RUSSOPHOBIA IN ACTION

Jewish good fortune, Russian tears

Representatives of Russian society demand from the Procurator General of the Russian
Federation the suppression of illegal propagation of Jewish national and religious extremism.

Dear Mr. Procurator General,
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On 18 December 2003 the President of the Russian Federation, Vladimir V. Putin, brought
up the following statistics in the course of a televised address: in 1999 there were four convictions
under article 282 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code on inciting inter-ethnic hatred. In 2000
there were 10. And in 2003 “more than 60 criminal investigations were made into cases of inciting
inter-ethnic discord. Of these, 20 cases went to court and guilty verdicts were handed down in 17-
20 cases.” (President’s live television dialogue with the Russian people, 18 December 2003,
excerpts available at:
<http://president.kremlin.ru/eng/speeches/2003/12/18/1200_57480.shtml|>.

The overwhelming majority of these cases are initiated by Jewish activists or organizations,
who charge their defendants with “anti-Semitism But the overwhelming majority of those accused
and convicted are Russian patriots. Now they have been joined by the well-known independent
politician and pamphleteer, the former head of Goskompechat' (the State Publishing Commission)
B. S. Mironov.

We recognize that the statements of Russian patriots regarding Jews frequently have a
sharply negative and excessively emotional character, unacceptable in public discussion, and
constitute what the law regards as extremism. None of the above-mentioned trials, however, ever
examined the reason for this sharpness, the original source of this extremism in the given inter-
ethnic conflict.

Indeed the chief problem that must be elucidated in investigations and trials is: do the
sharply negative assessments of the Jews by Russian patriots correspond in essence to
the truth about the Jews (against whom they are directed) or do they not? If they do not
correspond to the truth about the Jews, then the discussion can deal with the defamation of Jews
and with the incitement of religious and inter-ethnic discord. But if they do correspond to the truth,
then such assessments, apart from and independent of their emotionalism, cannot be qualified as
defamatory, as incitement to discord, and the like. (For example, to say a decent person is a
criminal is defamatory to him; but to name someone who has committed a crime a criminal - this is
a truthful statement of facts.)

Furthermore, since there are two sides in this inter-ethnic conflict (the accuser and the
accused), it follows that one must clear up: which of the sides actually started this conflict in the
first place and was responsible for it, and whether the actions of the accused might not be acts of
self-defense in response to acts of aggression by the accusing side?

We ask you to verify, Mr. Procurator General, that on these matters there is a large quantity
of universally recognized facts and sources from around the world, on the basis of which it is
possible to draw the indisputable conclusion that: the Russian patriots’ negative assessments
of typical Jewish qualities and actions with respect to non-Jews correspond to truth; since it
is known that these actions are not chance occurrences, but are prescribed in Judaism and
have been practiced for two millenia. Thus, the incriminating statements and publications
made by patriots against the Jews constitute self-defense, which may not always be correct
in terms of style, but remains nevertheless justified in essence.

The Morality of Jewish Fascism

To corroborate this, we draw your attention to the book Kitsur Shulkhan Arukh officially
published in Moscow in 2001 by the Congress of Jewish Religious Organizations and Associations
in Russia (KEROOR). This is a condensed version of the Jewish law code, the Sulkhan Arukh,
compiled several centuries ago on the basis of the Talmud and required in practice to this day. In
the introduction to the book the head of KEROOR, Rabbi Zinoviy Kogan, makes the frank
acknowledgement (the italics are ours) that:

“The editorial council of KEROOR considered it necessary in this translation to omit
some instructions of the halakha [Jewish law] . . . whose inclusion in the publication in
the Russian language would be perceived by the population of Russia, which does
not adhere to Judaism, as an unprovoked insult. The reader who wishes to read the
Kitsur Shulkhan Arukh in the ideally complete volume, is invited to come to a
yeshiva in order to study this and many other holy books in the original.”

That is, one of the leaders of Russian Jewry himself recognized that some regulations of
the Judaic code of behavior were insulting to the non-Jewish population of Russia, but considers
it possible to invite his fellow tribesmen to yeshivas — the Jewish schools, which are financed from
the state and local :budgets — to study these insults. Yet, even in this expurgated publication we
find the following provisions.
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— In the “Laws about the idolatry” it is stated that “it is forbidden to use the figure of two
crossed sticks, which they worship.” That is to say, Christianity is considered a variety of idolatry
and all regulations regarding relations with idolaters (“akum”) imply in Russia (a country where the
Orthodox religion ).predominates), first of all, the orthodox Christians (page. 389).

— The instruction on seeing a “house of idolatry” (i.e., place of worship) is to pronounce this
curse upon it: “G-d will uproot the house of the proud,” and at the sight of a destroyed temple one
is to exclaim: “The G-d of retribution has appeared!” . Moreover, this opinion on the instruction is
also advanced ).“some maintain that this pertains to the houses of the non-Jews, who live in the
world, calm and wealthy” (pp. 389-390).

—Non-Jews are equated with excrement. (pp. 47 and 48).

— It is prohibited to train non-Jews in a craft. (p. 390)

— “The Jewess ought not to help non-Jews with childbirth. ).” (p. 390)

— “If a man took a loan from a non-Jew who then died, the man has the right to refuse to
pay back the loan to the deceased’s son, who does not know accurately whether or not this Jew
was in debt to his father)..” (p. 405)

— In money calculations “If a non-Jew made a mistake against himself, it is permitted to use
his error)..” (p. 406)

— “It is forbidden to betray a Jew into the hands of a non-Jew, whether the matter has to
do with the Jew’s life or his property; and it does not matter whether this is done by some action or
by words; and it is forbidden to report him or to point out the places where he has hidden his
property )" (p. 408)

We imperatively request that it be noted that this concerns the behavior prescribed for
Jews in the context of investigations and trials

Of course, among the thirteen major principles of Judaism is the requirement that they must
await a Jewish world ruler who will appoint Jews to rule above other peoples of the world: *
,Unconditionally do | believe in the arrival of the mashiakh [messiah], and, although his coming
may be delayed nevertheless each day | will await him ). ” (p. 485)

In the teachings of the Orthodox Church this expected ruler of the world is identified with
the antichrist, about whom Jesus Christ warned (John 5:43), as did the Apostle Paul (2 Thess. 2),
and the holy fathers of the Church. This is an important and integral part of Orthodox teachings.

In the introduction to this book the head of KEROOR writes that “the Talmud is the
unsurpassed monument of Jewish genius,” and this distillation of its morality, “the Kitsur Sulkhan
Arukh is the anthology of the Jewish civilization of our time. . . This book is completely necessary
for you. You can act in the manner that it prescribes and be confident that you have carried out
the will of the Ex-lted.”

And the Chief Rabbi of Russia, Adolf Shayevich, notes in the preface: “Interest in this book
exceeded our most daring expectations. A huge quantity of grateful responses from the most
different people has continued all this time to come in to our address. An even larger quantity of
letters contain imperative requests for help in acquiring this publication.”

We would suppose that already on the basis of this one official Jewish publication the
law-enforcement agencies should, in accordance with article 282 of the Criminal Code of the
Russian Federation, suppress the propagation of a religion that kindles hatred among the
Jews for the rest of the “population of Russia.” All the more, if we take a glance at “the ideally
complete volume of the unsurpassed monument of Judaic morals” — the Shulkhan Arukh . that is
studied in the yeshivas.

We will use translations of it from the Amsterdam Judaic publication, made by a judicial
expert, the Hebrew scholar Dr. K. Ecker, for a legal case heard in Germany in 1883 (Dr. K Ecker.
Der “Judenspiegel” im Lichte der Wahrheit, eine wissenschaftliche Untersuchung. Paderborn.
1884; Russian translation: Dr. K. Ekker. Yevreyskoe zertsalo v svete istiny. Nauchnoe
issledovanie ).. Moskva, 1906.

This legal case was brought to court by Jews who were upset because one of their
tribesmen, Justus Brieman, converted to Christianity and published the anti-human laws of the
Shulkhan Arukh and of the Talmud. The law court ruled that the man who published the work was
in the right, after finding that his translation corresponded to the original text. Dr. Ekker only
corrected small inaccuracies. We will cite below characteristic extracts from the text as corrected by
him, together with the references to specific Jewish sources (drawing confidence from both the
qualifications of the German Hebrew scholar ).and the authority of the German court of law:

— “His [the non-Jew’s] seed is considered to be like the seed of cattle” (Tosefta — an

addition to the Talmud. Ketubot, 3 b). “For [dead] servants and maids ’,. . . words of comfort
should not be said to their relatives, but it is necessary to say to him [the Jewish master]: ‘may
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God compensate you for your loss ).just as one says to a man whose bull or donkey has died.”
(lore de’a 377-1).

— “It is forbidden to save them [non-Jews, akums] when they are close to death. For
example, when you see that one of them has fallen into the sea, do not rescue him, even if he
wants to pay. . . . ).It is permitted to test medicine on an akum to see whether or not it is effective.”
(lore de’a 158-1)

— “The money of akums is essentially like goods with no owner, and the one who arrives
first may take possession of it.” “With respect to an akum there is no fraud.” (Khoshen ha-mishpat
156-5, ).Khaga; 227-26; 348-2, Khaga).

— “When a Jew has robbed an akum and they force him [the Jew] to take an oath., then
he must in his heart proclaim his oath invalid, because he has .”’been forced to take it (lore de’a
329-1, Khaga).

Note: this again concerns the behavior of Jews during investigations and trials!

— “When it has been established about someone that he has betrayed a Jew or his money
three times to an akum, then it is necessary to seek out ways and means to squeeze him out of
the world.” “As to expenditures needed for squeezing a traitor from the world, all the inhabitants of
a locality are obliged to contribute.” (Khoshen ha-mishpat 388-15 and -16).

— “It is permitted to kill a traitor in any place, even in our time. It is permissible to kill him
early, before he manages to make a denunciation [powerful enough to cause ‘bodily or monetary

loss, no matter how small’] . . . and everyone who is the first to kill acquires merit.” (Khoshen ha-
mishpat 388-10).
— “The free-thinking Jew, i.e., he who carries out the divine service of akums . . . to kill all

such people is a good deed. When there is authority to kill them publicly by the sword, then let
this be carried out; but if there is not, then they must be entangled in every way possible in order
to bring about their death. For example, when you see that one of them has fallen into a well and
in the well there is a ladder, then hurry to take out it, saying: ‘Il have a major concern; | need to
get my son down from the roof, and | will bring it right back to you,” or something like that.”
(Khoshen ha-mishpat 425-5).

Provocateurs and Haters of Humanity.

It should be noted that even the last prescriptions for killing remain today not only theory,
but also practice. Thus, the former chairman of Kharkov Jewish community E. Khodos published
proofs (“Topor nad pravoslaviem, ili Kto ybil otsa Menya,” [‘An Axe above Orthodoxy, or who Killed
my father.”] Kharkov, 1999) showing that members of the Jewish Chabad movement carried out
the 1990 murder of priest-Jew Father Aleksandr Men’ (who “carried out the divine service of the
Akums” and dreamed about the creation of a “Jewish Orthodox Church,” something that is
considered a criminal offense according to the laws of the state of Israel). But the authorities in
the Russian Federation have not been interested in such evidence. Criminals are supposed to be
sought only among “Russian anti-Semites”.

We would like to emphasize that the majority of anti-Jewish actions throughout the world
are constantly arranged by Jews themselves with the purpose of provoking punitive
measures against patriots. The best-known case in Russia is that of Arkady Norinsky, who in
1988 sent out anti-Semitic leaflets in the name of the organization “Pamyat’” in order to impel
authorities to suppress it. In this he had the help of his fellow tribesman, the editor in chief of the
journal Znamya, G. Baklanov, who published the leaflet in a print run of several millions. It was
only after this that the provocation was uncovered. (“Znamya” No. 10, 1988; “Pravda”, 19
November1988; “Komsomol’skaya Pravda’, 24 November1988; “Ogonyok” No. 9, 1989).

From recent cases it is possible to mention a strange series of reports of vandalism that
took place in 1998 and 1999. On the night of 13 May 1998, an explosion occurred at a
synagogue in the Mar’inaya grove in Moscow damaging a wall. During the same day “a burning
canister of gasoline” was placed not far from the synagogue in Otradny. In Irkutsk “a Jewish
cemetery was desecrated” — of course the uproar in the international media was loud and all of
them put the blame, without any evidence, on some sort of Russian Nazis (“Nezavisimaya
Gazeta,” 15 May 1998).

But when shortly after that, in 1999, a synagogue in Birobidzhan was destroyed, it was
established in court that the Jews themselves hired a man to do this. (“Radonezh”, 1999, No.
15-16), but the democratic mass media were silent about this.

On the basis of the rules and practices of Jewish behavior that have been cited above, it is
not difficult to understand why a constant companion of Jews among all peoples has been
notorious “anti-Semitism”, i.e., the non-acceptance of Judaic morality. For this very reason Jews
did not have an equality of rights in the Christian states and attained it only as a result of anti-
monarchist bourgeois revolutions.
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Thus in the Russian Empire, the Jews, after unsuccessful attempts by the Tsarist
government to give them the status “of everybody else,” lost their equality in the 19t Century, not
because they were Jewish by blood — since the empire was multinational; nor because they were
not Christian — since the Muslims and Buddhists and others were not Christians either; but
because the Jewish religion is anti-Christian and misanthropic to the point of ritual murder.
Many examples of this ritual extremism were documented in courts. (For example, see the
study of the well-known scholar V. |. Dal’, Rozyskanie o ubinenii yevreyami khristianskikh
mladentsev i upotreblenii krovi ikh [“Criminal investigation into the murder by Jews of Christian
infants and the use of their blood.”] St. Petersburg, 1884).

To all this it is possible also to add the words of the Prayer of Shefokh, in which the Jews
on the eve of their Passover issue a call to their “god” “to exterminate from the universe” all other
peoples.

Jewish Agressiveness as a Form of Satanism

The spiritual reason for this hatred of humanity is explained in the Gospels in the
words of Christ regarding the Jewish spiritual leaders who rejected the Son of the God: “Ye are
of your father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will do. He was a murderer from the
beginning . . .” (John 8:19 ).-44.

This elucidation of Judaic aggressiveness as a form of Satanism is generally accepted
in Orthodoxy. Well-known philosopher-intellectuals who cannot be suspected of anti-Semitism
expressed it. For example, A.F. Losev (in “Istochnik” Moscow, 1996, No. 4. pp. 117-122), Father
Pavel Florensky (in the book “Sakharna . ”, by V. V. Rozanov Moscow. Izdatel'stvo “Respublika”,
1998, p. 360), and Father Sergiy Bulgakov: “the Jews who were rejecting Christ became the
“laboratory for all sorts of spiritual diseases, poisoning the world and particularly Christian
humanity.” (“Vestnik RKhD”, Paris, 1973 No. 108-110. p. 72). Even the Judeo-Christian Father
Aleksandr Men’, who was struggling against “anti-Semitism”, asserted that the Jew who rejects
Christianity, “betrays himself and easily falls under the power of dark forces.” (the journal “Yevrei v
SSSR).”, 1975, No. 11.

This, unfortunately is what happened with the larger part of the Jewish people (in contrast
to its smaller part, which accepted Christianity). But they do not want to recognize this and believe
that that statement of the truth by Christ and after Him by Orthodox Christians is “insulting” to the
Jews. Jewish plaintiffs frequently direct their charge of “anti-Semitism” against this essential part of
Orthodox doctrine itself, demanding that it actually be banned (as in the case with the textbook
“Osnov pravoslavnoy kul'tury ”]).” [‘Bases of Orthodox Culture.

But we cannot agree with banning the Orthodox doctrine about the idea of history as the
struggle of the forces of good (on the side of the Church) against.the forces of evil (the side
opposed to religion, that prepares for the reign of the antichrist.

Following the precepts of the Orthodox Fathers of the Church, we also cannot follow
the false understanding that is spreading according to which tolerance is humbleness
before the sin, evil, heresies, and in this case Satanism. The Christian must precisely from the
respect for the image of God placed in each person, and for the sake of saving his soul, frankly
indicate to Jews their dangerous deviation from the truth into Satanism. It is in this that, from a
Christian point of view, the manifestation of authentic love for people consists. “Tolerant’
indulgence of heresies and Satanism only .contributes to their spiritual loss — and under their
strong pressure — to that of their many victims.

One should also immediately answer the possible objection that the Russian patriots, who
level charges at the Jews, do not always distinguish between religious and non-religious Jews,
particularly since the majority of Jews do not consider themselves believers in Judaism and do not
study the “Shulkhan Arukh.” But many generations of the self-contained life of Jews among
other peoples (in this context there developed the idea of the Jewish kahal as a “state within a
state” - see the books by Jewish authors: “Antisemitizm v drevnem mire” [*Antisemitism in the
ancient world ] by S. Lur'e and the “Kniga Kagala” [“The Book of the Kahal’]l by Yakov Brafman)
led to the situation where the morality of the “Shulkhan Arukh” became a part of Jewish
national self-consciousness even in its secular form. This conclusion was drawn by the well-
known Jewish writer and sociologist Hannah :Arendt :

“Precisely in the process of secularization was borne completely real Jewish chauvinism. . . .
The idea of the chosenness of the Jews became . . . the idea that Jews supposedly were the salt
of the earth. From now on, the old religious concept of chosen