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Librarians have a role In Holocaust-denial
by Morton Weinfeld

Last fall, the Montreal Gazette carried a story about Alberta librarians condemning the seizure of an anti-Semitic book. The Hoax of
the Twentieth Century by A.R. Butz, published in the United States, was banned by Canada Customs and seized from the University
of Calgary library by the RCMP. The book in question has a double thesis: The Holocaust did not occur; and the historic claim that
it did is a deliberate hoax, fabricated by Jews.

Let me state first that | strongly deplore both the banning of the book by Canada Customs and its seizure from the university library. It is not
clear under what legal authority such steps were taken. It is doubtful if the provisions of the hate literature legislation in the Canadian criminal
code (in section 281) were intended to remove all such books from university libraries. | have used selections from Hitler's Mein Kampfto illustrate
points about anti-Semitism in my university lectures.

This does not necessarily mean that all restrictions on the dissemination of hate literature ought to be removed.

Historical rubbish

The book in question is historical rubbish, part of the pseudo-scientific “Holocaust-denial” movement and is clearly anti-Semitic in motivation,
content, and consequence. The issue of freedom of speech vs. restrictions on the dissemination of hate literature is a complex one, and will
continue to be debated by civil libertarians and others.

A different issue raised by the story, as reported by The Canadian Press, is how such books ought to be classified in the libraries. There are
no easy rules here, though of course one can appreciate that librarians would want no outside interference in this decision.

By any other name?

Should a racist book that argued explicitly and incorrectly that non-whites were genetically inferior to whites be classified under genetics or
under racism? Should the Butz book be classified under “history” or under “anti-Semitism?”

| checked the McGill University Library. As it happens, the Butz book is not in the collection. (No great loss, especially in this period of tight
budgets.) However, two books by a leading French exponent of Holocaust-denial, Paul Rassinier, are available—one in English, one in German,
catalogued in the main collection, in the section dealing with history. Curiously, others by Rassinier in French are found in the Rare Books collection.

Problems of proper classification can even affect the natural sciences. Most of us might agree that publications of the Flat Earth Society ought
not to be classified under “astronomy”, but under “deviant groups” of some sort. More problematic might be classification of a creationist book
on evolution: under “science” or “religion?”

Inconsistent

Indeed, as | write this | have before me the book What is Creation Science? written by Henry Morris and Gary Parker, also from the McGill
University Library. This book is classified under religion, with studies of Genesis, rather than science, despite the authors’ use of the term
science in the title of their work.

Clearly, there is an inconsistency in the classificatory treatment of this book and those of Rassinier. The creationist book is written by two people
with doctorates in the natural sciences, and it is written in the style of a scientific treatise. There is not one quotation from the Bible in the
book. Its authors, and other scientists who share that point of view, think of themselves as legitimate scientific scholars. Yet they are not so
considered by libraries.

The Rassinier work has received different treatment. Rassinier himself was a high school teacher of history and geography, though the available
biography indicates no post-secondary training as a historian. His English book, Debunking the Genocide Myth: A Study of the Nazi Concentra-
tion Camps and the Alleged Extermination of European Jewry, contends, as its main points: 1) at most about one miilion European Jews perished
during the Second World War; 2) these casualties were the inevitable outcomes of warfare, and not part of any organized scheme to liquidate
the Jewish people; 3) there were no systematic attempts to exterminate Jews in gas chambers or the like; 4) the conventionally accepted histori-
cal record is a deliberate distortion of history, part of a Zionist conspiracy; 5) the misfortunes which befell German Jews were at any rate largely
a result of their own failure to become fully loyal German citizens.

It seems to me that there is far more justification for classifying the creationist book as science than this Rassinier trash as historical scholarship,
where it is now.

Marketplace freedom

| understand that many or most library call numbers are accepted directly from the Library of Congress classifications, adopted by libraries
using that cataloguing system. But | also understand that books may on occasion be classified by the receiving library; moreover, libraries
may be free to disagree and modify a decision made by the Library of Congress. | would recommend such action in the case of the Rassinier
book. Though it poses as scholarship, and includes footnotes and references, it would seem more in place next to works by Gobineau or Hous-
ton Chamberlain, or wherever Mein Kampf or the Protocols of the Elders of Zion are classified.

Certainly we are all committed to the ideal of a university as a free marketplace of ideas, especially in the library. But to push the metaphor,
even a commercial marketplace is restricted —for the benefit of consun:ers—by regulations concerning truth and honesty in advertising, label-
ing, and packaging. Stores are not free to mislabel products.

(Continued on next page)
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Opening can of worms?

Some might ask, why make a fuss about such a book? Few people will read it, and perhaps a to-do will give it unwarranted and even dangerous
publicity. Perhaps. Yet such books, unlike say, books by proponents of the flat-earth view, do pose serious dangers to the quality of social and
civic life in the Canadian polity. People who believe the earth is flat are unlikely to mobilize themselves to vilify or attack other groups of citizens.
The Holocaust denial movement is, alas, just the current, more sophisticated manifestation of virulent forms of anti-Semitism and racism which
have long plagued western societies. It serves clearly to promote hatred of Jews, as well as to defame them. Moreover, we are not dealing
with just isolated events.

Keegstra to Richards

Anyone doubting the potentially serious consequences of this movement and its inseparability from vicious anti-Semitism ought to read the
texts of students’ notes from the high school classes of Jim Keegstra in Alberta, also a firm believer in Holocaust denial. (See Canadian Jewish
News, June 14 and 21, 1984.) (On March 26, Keegstra won an appeal against the seizure by customs officers last August of a copy of The
Hoax of the Twentieth Century. The section of the Customs Tariff Act which gives officials the right to ban books they consider obscene or immoral
was declared unconstitutional under the new Charter, in an earlier case involving Penthouse magazine. Meanwhile, Keegstra goes to trial April
9 on a charge of promoting hatred against Jews.) Serious scholars and intellectuals might seem immune from the virus of Holocaust-denial
writing. But what may begin in selected books and journals, and in the classrooms of Jim Keegstra, may, if given the stamp of historical revisionism —
always so appealing to intellectuals—spread farther afield. Consider the remark of the president of the Alberta Library Association, Vincent
Richards, quoted in the same story. If accurate, and not taken out of context, it is frightening indeed. It bears repeating:

“l read the (Butz) book in 1976 and while its scholarship is faulty and biased, it raises some very controversial questions which better scholars
should tackle.

“Intellectual freedom and rigorous debate are what helps society to arrive at the probable truth about something, not secret bans”

What a statement; “Faulty scholarship and bias” is an unbelievably mila criticism to level at obscene trash such as the Butz book. Indeed,
most published scientific work can be criticized by some scholars—who happen to disagree— as having some faulty scholarship and bias.
The comment gives the Butz book undeserving legitimacy.

Even more troublesome is the reference to the “very controversial questions.” Did the Holocaust occur? Is the whole thing a hoax? For Mr.
Richards, is the evidence still not in on those questions?

He seems to have an open mind on the subject, as suggested by his use of the term “probable truth.” While | happen to agree with his views
opposing removal of the book from the library, | would be curious to hear him expound further on the question of the Holocaust itself, especially
as he has now read this illuminating book.

Mr. Richard’s statement is an excellent example of the degree to which the poison of Holocaust-denial literature can spread, whether to already
receptive minds, or under the guise of a misplaced even-handedness or open-mindedness.

CAUT Bulletin, April 1985.
Reprinted with permission of the Canadian Association of University Teachers.

Holocaust debate threatens freedom
by Vincent Richards

Morton Weinfeld’s article (April 1985) . . . seems to be an expansion of one written late last year in the Montreal Gazette, which | chose
to ignore. In both cases he insinuates | hold certain views, which | dont, and maintains that some comments give the Butz book (The
Hoax of the Twentieth Century) undeserved legitimacy. He invites me to expound further on the question of the Holocaust itself. The
risk of defending intellectual freedom is that people think you are defending the subject of the controversy.

In 36 years as a librarian | have seen all kinds of propaganda published, much of it wearing the cloak of academic respectability. A few such
titles were included in a list of recommended books recently purchased from the federal funds provided through the Holocaust Resource Com-
mittee of the Jewish Federation of Edmonton.

Bias is bias

On the list were biased books, purchased in the interest of intellectual freedom, which probably defame Pius Xll and the Catholic Church as
well as numerous western leaders during the 1930s and 1940s. | find such books offensive, as | do Butz's. However, | believe it is necessary
to have them in any large library, along with books which combat their ideas.

Recently an art exhibition of paintings was staged in Edmonton, highlighting the horrors of the Holocaust. Some of the paintings carried specifi-
cally anti-Christian caricatures. These things both surprise me and upset me.

Polemics vs. goodwill

First of all because a large number of my relatives died in the last war trying to end the ravages of Nazism, while Gandhi was counselling
the Jews to passively resist Hitler. Secondly | think the Jewish community could be better served by some of its less-thoughtful polemicists.
They tend to reduce the issue solely to whether one denies the Holocaust ever happened or not.

They do not seem to realize that it is possible for intelligent people of goodwill to agree totally that the Holocaust happened and that six million
Jews were killed, but hold various opinions about other aspects of this horror.
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merits of various works. This might consti-
tute in Richards’ terms “bias”

Differentiation through Classification

Library classifications invariably differenti-
ate bodies of knowledge. Such differentia-
tions need not constitute a hierarchical rank-
ing, but they do signal to the library user
that the various subgroups are seen as dis-
tinct by the practitioners in the field, for
whatever reason.

Consider classifications for the science of
psychology, which is placed in BF in the Li-
brary of Congress Classification scheme.
Up until the BF 850’s, we find what we might
call mainstream scientific psychology. Af-
ter that number and up to the BF 1700’s, one
can find class numbers for various ap-
proaches to the study-of the human mind
or personality, including graphology, phre-
nology, palmistry, extra-sensory perception,
studies of the occult and other parapsycho-
logical or paranormal phenomena, astrol-
ogy, and related matters. Clearly some value
judgments are being expressed here, even
if one assumes no rank ordering was in-
tended in terms of valid science.

To take another example, books dealing with
alchemy are classified by LC in science, but
again are specifically demarcated by the
. class numbers QD 25-27. Scientific chem-
istry, as we know it, begins at QD 30.

Works such as The Protocols of the Elders
of Zion, or Henry Ford’s sponsored writings
from his newspaper, The Dearborn Inde-
pendentThe Internationalist Jews, are clas-
sified in the McGill University Library at DS
145, which comprises examples and studies
of anti-Semitism. Their classification
here—and not in social thought or general
history—provides a useful signal to the
reader.

My argument that library classification of
Holocaust denial literature should differen-
tiate it from serious and/or mainstream his-
torical scholarship seems to me to be con-
sistent with library classification practice in
other fields.

Many of Richards’ amplifications of the liber-
tarian or relativistic view (e.g., who is to say
what is absolute truth?) are beside the point.
The fact that opinions and versions of truth
change over time does not mean that at any
one point in time, there exists no consensus
among scholars about the value of various
works, and it is this which is reflected in the
classification schemes of libraries. If opin-
ions change in the future, and, for exam-
ple, hard-core smut is seen as having liter-
ary value greater than that of the works of
Shakespeare or Bellow, then library acqui-
sitions may change to reflect that fact.
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Richards expresses his opposition to “those
who wish to label books (or their catalog
cards) to show their approval or disapproval
of their contents” He does not recognize that
this is precisely what libraries do. It is
libraries—or the Library of Congress; in
most cases—which provide those catego-
ries or labels, whether we are talking of Ho-
locaust denial books cataloged as history,
creation science as theology, or flat-earth
books as anything but astronomy.

Issues in Holocaust Literature

The specific point which Richards makes
is that Holocaust denial books, such as that

of Arthur Butz (whose argument is captured

congcisely in his title: The Hoax of the Twen-
tieth Century), do indeed raise important is-
sues. In a few brief paragraphs, Richards
outlines his understanding of what are the
controversial issues relating to the Holo-
caust. These include: the argument against
the uniqueness of the Holocaust; the im-
puted focus on Jewish victims to the exclu-
sion of all others; pondering the degree of
Jewish acquiescence with Nazis; and Zi-
onist utilization of the Holocaust for propa-
ganda purposes.

Now it so happens that some of these is-
sues are of interest to historians of the Ho-
locaust. But the list is incomplete; there are
many more dominant areas of inquiry.
These include the study of: active collabo-
ration by non-German states, active and
passive Nazi officials, and the few but sig-
nificant “righteous Gentiles” who risked their
lives to save Jews. Richards’ views—if geno-
cidal exterminations are frequent, if Jews
were only one group among many equally
victimized by the Nazis, and some may even
have collaborated, then why the fuss about
the Jews?— constitute not Holocaust denial,
but Holocaust denigration. This is Holo-
caust denial by the back door: perhaps six
million were killed, but so what?

The elements of a dark conspiracy seem to
lurk in the points which Richard raises: Jews
among others, acquiescing in their own de-
struction; Zionists making propagandistic
hay out of the event; “the impression given”
(by whom?) that Jews were the sole victims;
the focus on the Holocaust which prevents
the voicing of concern regarding contem-
porary “holocausts” in Cambodia, Ethiopia,
etc.

The fact is that absolutely nothing prevents
descendants of other groups victimized by
the Nazis from researching and writing
about atrocities, erecting monuments to
their victims, and attempting to prosecute
guilty parties or to secure redress. There
is also nothing that prevents citizens of
whatever background from organizing to ei-
ther ameliorate or commemorate tragedies
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past and present. And many groups (Arme-
nians, Ukrainians, and Japanese, among
others) have done precisely that. And cer-
tainly anti-abortionists (another issue cited
by Richards) are not hesitant about mobil-
izing to protest against their perceived
“holocausts.” '

For Richards, the Holocaust remains one
of those issues in which nearly every work
published is “biased.” Just as Holocaust-
denial books have their “bias,” so too did
some of the books on a list prepared by the
Holocaust Resource Committee of Edmon-
ton, according to Richards. Regrettably, he
did not specify exactly which books on that
list were, to use his terms, “biased,’ “offen-
sive,” “defamatory,’ and “propagandistic.’

Richards suffers from a lack of apprecia-
tion of exactly what did happen to European
Jewry during the dark years of World War
Two. He is also guilty of the common ten-
dency to misuse and overuse the terms “ho-
locaust” and “genocide;” to cover all man-
ners of tragedy, warfare, starvation, and
brutality. If everything is genocide, then
nothing is genocide.

Richards also reveals an appalling igno-
rance of the state of historical scholarship
on the Holocaust in his last paragraph. He
writes that “librarians across the land look
forward to a good scholarly book which ef-
fectively demolishes ideas like Butz's” This
is a mind-boggling statement. Libraries in
North America, especially campus libraries,
are full of books which do precisely that. |
am sure that there are historians in Alberta
universities who can help him locate them.
Certainly, the Canadian Historical Associ-
ation has no problem with the state of his-
torical scholarship on the question, as it felt
compelled to denounce Holocaust denial
literature in a resolution passed in Spring
1986. French historians had made an even
stronger statement six years earlier. Nobody
has to wait for yet another book in order to
demolish “ideas” like those of Butz, just as
no one must wait for another book to demol-
ish the idea that the earth is flat.

Conclusions

In summary, citizens have a right to read
Holocaust denial books, and libraries have
a right to acquire them. Jim Keegstra, a
former Alberta high school teacher, found
such books, including specifically the one
by Arthur Butz, helpful in preparing his so-
cial studies lectures. Who knows how many
others may benefit from them?

But people should be under noillusions re-
garding the origins and motives of the Ho-
locaust denial- movement. It is comprised

(Continued on p. 55, column 1)
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