








She described in simple but evocative languge the
hardships of camp life in Auschwitz!

She was told on her way to the camp by some
Gypsy women that they were all going to be gassed at
Auschwitz. This so scared our witness, that when she
was led into a shower room she thought that she was
going to die. :

However, she reported that she was very surprised
to find that instead of the dreaded gas, warm and ccld
water came out of the shower heads. She worked in
Raisko near Birkenau for nearly six months and lived
in barracks next to those containing Jewish women.
She reported that Jews were treated no differently from
other people and in many cases held the nice jobs in
the camp, such as the office jobs of Block Scribe and
Block Senior.

When she was evacuated westward from Auschwitz
in 1945, she was with a group of about 600 women
which included numbers of Jews. At no time did she
ever see evidence of mass exterminations or the elusive
"belching smoke" and "horrible stench of burning
flesh" which Jewish "Holocaust Suvrivors" so love to
recount! Her evidence strongly corroborated the previ-
ous testimony of Thies Christophersen who likewise
saw no belching smoke or evidence of massive gass-
ings in or around Auschwitz I or Birkenau.

This courageous woman, who stood on the stand
clutching her purse and answering in a combination of
German and English because of her nervousness, will
go down in history as the first inmate of a German
concentration camp who had the courage and determi-
nation to publically refute the incredible lies told by so
many Jewish surivors concerning these camps.

Joseph Burg

The next witness was 80 year old Joseph Burg, a
Jew and long-time Zundel acquaintance, who testified
in blunt terms that there never was a policy of extermi-
nation by the Nazis, there never were gas chambers
and that the so-called "Final Solution" was merely a
policy of emigration or deportation. Burg testified that
the endless stories of gas chambers and exterminations
were the product of "sick minds". He stunned the
courtroom by stating that the "superficial oaths" in
gentile courtrooms were not morally binding on Jews,
and that 99.5% of the atrocity stories would be
retracted if Jewish survivors were forced to testify
under an oath given by a high rabbi in a room contain-
ing nou Christian artifacts or icons.

Burg spent much of the war in an area controlled by
the Germans. He stated that while the Nazis looked
after the Jews in concentration camps by giving them
food and shelter, the Jews in Burg's area in
Transnystria were simply left to fend for themselves.
If they were able to obtain food and shelter, they lived;
if they couldn', it was simply too bad and many of
them died!

Burg outlined the cooperation existing between the
Zionists and the Nazis during the Thirties, a long sup-

pressed historical fact, which saw apparently even
Eichmann visit Jerusalem and Golda "Meier"
(Meyerson) visit Nazi Germany, etc. Burg stated that
once the Nazis started losing the war, the Zionists
deserted Germany like "rats leaving a ship". The
Zionists need pogroms, Burg went on, to frighten
Jews into moving to Israel. He accused the Zionists of
fomenting both WW I and II for the sole purpose of
obtaining a Jewish state. The Zionists and their accom-
plices, Jewish Wall Street bankers, were willing, he
said, to sacrifice the whole of European Jewry if that
was necessary to obtain a Jewish state.

He praised Zundel for fighting for truth and for jus-
tice for his people, and stated that it would be good for
Jews if there were two or three more Zundel's in the
world. Burg emphasized that there would be no recon-
ciliation between the German and Jewish people until
the truth about the "Holocaust" came out.

An attempt by the judge to intimidate Burg was
unsuccessful. Burg scowled at him and in a scolding
voice continued with his answers. This encounter was
what perhaps convinced Crown Prosecutor Pearson
not to cross-examine Burg. In a dramatic gesture,
Pearson stood and stated that he had no questions to
ask the witness!

Dr. Gary Botting

At the end of that fateful week, Dr. Gary Botting
arrived from Calgary and gave evidence concerning
those parts of the booklet "Did Six Million Really
Die?" which were assertions of fact and those which
were assertions of opinion. Botting concluded by stat-
ing that if a person took all of those parts of the
pamphlet which were opinion and pasted them
together, they would constitute a fairly coherent essay.
If someone took merely the factual parts, however, and
set them out together, they would be meaningless and
incoherent. Botting pointed out that this showed clearly
that the pamphlet taken as a whole is a statement of an
opinion backed up by factual assertions.

This evidence was extremely important to the defence
since opinions are not captured within the terms of
spreading "false news" under section 177 of the
Criminal Code. Thinking is, apparently, not yet out-
lawed in Canada!

Dr. Botting is another courageous individual who
has refused to be intimidated by the Zionist
Establishment. On short notice he flew in from Calgary
to testify notwithstanding that he lost his teaching posi-
tion at Red Deer College as a result of testifying at the
last Zundel trial in 1985. Dr. Botting is obviously a
man of rare courage in an age of conformity and cow-
ardice!

Other witnesses included Mr. T. Rudolf, 77, an ex-
Security Service man in the Third Reich, who testified
that the International Committee of the Red Cross was
given tours of concentration camps during the war.
This evidence was in direct contradiction to the testi-
mony of Charles Biedermann, Director of the
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International Tracing Service, who had earlier testified
that the Red Cross had not been allowed inside the
camps during the war. Mr. Rudolf based his firsthand
knowledge on his experience and observations while
working as a clerk-translator for the Sicherheits Dienst
office in Lodz (Litzmannstadt). He also outlined the
massive help the ghetto factories were to the German
war effort, producing every steel helmet worn by
German soldiers and millions of uniforms!

Ernst Nielsen took the stand to describe how Zundel
helped him after he encountered trouble in a
"Holocaust" course at the University of Toronto.
Zundel and Nielsen wrote a letter protesting the fact
that students were not being allowed to question the
"Holocaust", were being branded "trouble-makers" if
they did so, and were expelled from the university
courses when they asked for documentation of wild
claims, made by Jewish professors!

Ivan Lagace

During that week, the court also heard the testimony
of Ivan Lagace, a crematorium operator, who
explained the principles of cremation to the jury and
the standard operating procedures. Lagace pointed out
that even with the most modern equipment and perhaps
the fastest crematory in North America, he could only
cremate a body in one and a half hours at the mini-
mum. Lagace showed plans of the Birkenau crematoria
to the jury and showed that they resembled modern
equipment to a remarkable degree. He described Raul
Hilberg's statement in The Destruction of the European
Jews that 4,400 people were cremated daily in 46
retorts in Birkenau as "ludicrous” and totally unrelated
to real life.

With this testimony, one of the largest fallacies of the
"Holocaust" has been devestated. Finally, after many
years, a qualified person has stated clearly in a court of
law that the assertions of virtually thousands of crema-
tions a day at Auschwitz as described by largely
Jewish writers and expert historians like Hilberg, as

well as the many professionst survivors, who are fre-

quently on television, was technically impossible!

This historically important witness was followed by
a long time acquaintance and co-worker of mine, a fel-
low German Canadian, Hans Schroder, who testified
to the research and worldwide correspondence being
carried on by me over the years.

Udo Walendy:

Then followed Udo Walendy, a prolific German
political scientist and history writer, who has had a
profound influence on me since the early Sixties. He
outlined all the many forgeries he had discovered, in
wartime atrocity photographs and other documents,
either altered or forged by a team headed by a
Tasmanian British Propagandist called Sefton Delmer.
This man wrote a book. a torm of arrogant confession,
in German entitled Die Deutschen und ich, in which he

5 brags about his underhanded and filthy methods of

deception, forgeries and lies, many of which still bede-
vil European history to this very day.

In cross-examination, the Crown Prosecutor tried his
best, by insult. innuendo and outright character assasi-
nation to paint this valiant German as some unprinci-
palled inveterate Nazi. He was subjected to the most
gruelling cross-examination of the whole 4 month trial.
In the end, Pearson gave up: he simply could not elicit
from this brave German any more damaging state-
ments.The government's hand-picked prosecutor, who
was seen in the presence of Zionist Big Wigs and sur-
vivors at almost every break in the proceedings, thus
shamelessly portraved the government's partiality and
dependence on Jewish advice.

Through Udo Walendy, the Crown brought in the
most unsettling piece of writing, a booklet entitled Six
Million Did Die, which was a propagandistic effort by
some South African Jews to answer the world-wide
impact of Harwood's little booklet, Did Six_Million
Really Die? Walendy did much to explain the many
mistakes and flaws in the booklet. Language difficul-
ties and poor translation hampered his efforts. Again,
the Crown tried to smear him as a Nazi; still in love
with Adolf Hitler, who had inculcated in me the same
abberation!

Germans were clearly not entitled to be proud of their
own countrv's heroic past and were not to be allowed
to look up to their own people's leaders. The anti-
Germanism in the government's spokesman was
apparent and very evident.

Emil Lachout

Emil Lachout, a former Lieutenant in the Austrian
Military Police Service followed. He was a former
member of the Allied War Crimes Investigation
Commission for Austria, which had investigated the
torture of German civilian and military prisoners who
had fallen victim to Allied brutality.

He was a tall, handsome and quiet man, who had
signed a most unusual document in 1948 known as the
"T_achout-Mueller” document, which had been circu-
lated to the Austrian police stations in 1948, and stated
that the Allied Investigation Commission had not found
any execution gas chambers to kill people with in the
following 13 camps and their many sub-camps, some
20 of them in Austria alone. These camps were:
Bergen-Belsen. Buchenwald, Dachau, Flossenburg,
Gross-Rosen, Mauthausen and its adjacent camp,
Natzweiler, Neuengamme, Niederhagen
(Wewelsberg), Ravensbruck, Sachsenhausen,
Stutthof, Theresienstadt.

Lachout was a senation and an extreme embarass-
ment for the Crown Prosecutor who was there to keep
up the WW II propaganda version of Allied correct-
ness, and Allied civilized behaviour. What he found
were instead hundreds of cases of incriminating testi-
mony and confessions obtained under psychological
duress, and brutal beatings, etc.
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I was so glad that it was me, through my trial, who 6 One would have to write an entire book to do justice

was able to finally tear away the veil of hypocricy from
" these uncivilized thugs who had lorded it over their
defenceless victims once they had put down their
arms. The fact is that many of these criminal thugs
were the same English or Americans who have been
incessantly moralizing about the wonderful ways of
law and order that they had brought to Europe.

Lachout revealed a naked terror not much different
from the Bolshevik Revolution or the Israeli behaviour
in occupied Palestine today.

The Crown was very cautious when questioning this

witness, and dropped this matter like a hot potato. L

was happy to have achieved vindication for all those
innocent victims of Allied brutality who have not been
avenged to this day.

Lachaut left for Austria, where he found that he had
been fired from his job as a religion teacher and
ordered to submiit to a psychiatric examination. All this
for spilling the beans on the Allies' Reign of Terror
after the war.

Dr. Robert Faurisson

Dr. Robert Faurisson from France was next, as the
defence witness #19. Dr. Faurisson had imparted a
great amount of knowledge to me over the years going
back to 1979, when I had read his lecture to the assem-
bled historians and revisionists at Northrop University
in Los Angeles. Dr. Faurisson had been too tired from
the long trip to give the lecture himself.

This was a fortunate "twist" for the defence, because
this way, all the wonderful research done by this great
man, the Dean of Revisionism, could now be read into
the record and shown to the jury. All of Dr.
Faurisson's pioneering work into the methods and
safety measures necessary while gassing only one per-
son in a U.S. gas chamber were introduced. The many
photos he had taken of U.S. gas chambers were also
introduced and projected on the wall for jury and pub-
lic to see.

Unfortunately, much of Dr. Faurisson's time had to
be spent destroying the Crown's "Red Herring
Booklet", Six Million Did Die! Faurisson did a won-
derful job under the circumstances. I was proud to
have been the one to afford him a thorough airing of
his viewpoints through my trial.

Frequently, I was choked up by his warmth, kindli-
ness, and empathy for a beaten foe! I was touched by
his recounting of how he, like so many of his genera-
tion, had been stirred up into hating the Germans, and
how when .victory came in1945, his father shocked
him into the realization that although for him this vic-
tory was a happy event, for the Germans it would be a
very different story.

All in all, to be witness to the testimony of Dr.
Robert Faurisson was a privilege, an event of pure
honesty of untarnished, uncompromising truth told.
without fear or favour, seldom experienced by anyone
in today's age of the situational ethic!

10 Dr. Faurisson and all he said or tried to say. His tes-
timony was a "tour de force" of Revisionism. The

world owes this French intellectual a great debt for his
dedication to truth and his attention to detail!

Bill Armontrout

Defence witness number 20 was a suprise to friend
and enemy alike. His name was Bill Armontrout, by
profession the Warden of one of America's largest
maximum security prisons for dangerous criminals.

He was also the "Gasser in Chief" of his institution,
having to operate the two seat gas chamber in Missouri
State Penitentiary, should executions by gas be
resumed there. He surprised the court by explaining
the tremendously time-consuming and difficult meth-
ods necessary o kill one prisoner by HCN using gas
chamber technology of the late 1930's; about the same
time and model which would have had to be used by
the Germans, if they had intended to kill people by
gas! This was an American idea, and only in vogue in
America at that time.

Mr. Armontrout went through all the many checks
and safety measures, and explained the need for pow-
erful ventilators needed to suck the gas out of the
chamber. He showed photos of the 45 foot tall gas
evacuation pipe installed on top of his gas chamber.

He explained to the jury that they had to remove the
guards from the guardtowers, even though they had
the tall evacuation pipe in place. He also told the court
that some 38 people were involved directly or indi-
rectly in the gassing process!

Franklv, I think his slides of the massive steel doors
with seals, heavy bolts, thick glass, etc., made quite
clear that "gassing" someone is not an easy job or one
to be taken lightly. Had the Germans gassed their
"victims” in their alleged gas chambers, they would
have killed themselves as well!

When asked about whom he consults when his gas
chamber needs repair, he said, Fred Leuchter
Engineering of Boston, Massachusetts.

Witness Number 21 was an aerial photo interpreter
named Kenneth Wilson. He was asked to evaluate and
comment on certain aerial photos of Auschwitz taken
by the U.S. and South African Air Force reconnais-
sance planes during WW IL

These photos reveal a great deal of detail. What they
don't show are the massive billowing smoke from
crematorium chimneys or thousands of people being
burned alive in burning pits by the crematoriums.
There are no long lines of thousands of people lining
up docilely to be "gassed".

The photos reveal in fact no unusual activity at these
so-called "death camps”, in spite of what the CIlLA.
claimed in 1977 in some tendentious propaganda publi-
cation.

Ken Wilson explained to the jury exactly what he
saw. and what was not there.

‘Many thanks for all your support!









