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Julian Assange:  
Ecuador and Sweden in tense standoff over interview 

Both sides accuse the other of blocking an interview with the Australian founder of Wikileaks 

wanted in Sweden over sexual assault allegations 
Esther Addley in London and David Crouch in Gothenburg 

Friday 24 July 2015 04.04 AEST Last modified on Friday 24 July 2015 10.17 AEST  
Ecuador and Sweden are in a tense diplomatic standoff 

over arrangements for Swedish prosecutors to interview 

Julian Assange in Ecuador’s embassy in London, weeks 
before the statute of limitations on most of the sexual 
assault allegations against him are due to expire under 
Swedish law. 
More than three years after the WikiLeaks founder 
sought asylum inside Ecuador’s small, west London 

embassy, Sweden said its prosecutors were now ready to 
travel to interview him there, and that Ecuador was 
blocking progress by insisting the two countries must 
agree terms before it will allow the Swedes access. 
Quito insists it is a requirement of Ecuadorean law that 
the two countries draw up a formal agreement before 
prosecutors can enter — which it argues could be a quick 

and straightforward process — and says that despite its 
repeated appeals to break the deadlock, the Swedes 
have left it to the very last minute to act. 

Assange, 44, is wanted in Sweden over four alleged 
offences of unlawful coercion, sexual molestation and 
rape, which he denies, after two women reported him to 

Stockholm police in 2010. He has not been charged with 
any offence. 
The Australian asked Ecuador for asylum in June 2012 
after losing his appeals to the UK courts. Assange argues 
that going to Sweden would leave him vulnerable to 
onward extradition to the US, which is known to be 
investigating WikiLeaks over its publishing activities.  

Both Assange and Ecuador have repeatedly asked 
Swedish prosecutors to interview him in London, a 
request that Ecuador says was rebuffed until it received a 
formal request from the Swedes in June. The statute of 
limitation on the three lesser offences for which Assange 
is sought expires on 20 August. Prosecutors would have 

another five years to investigate the fourth alleged 

offence of rape, however, meaning Assange’s immediate 
position would not necessarily change. 
In an interview with the Guardian, Ecuador’s foreign 
minister, Ricardo Patino, expressed exasperation at 
Sweden’s position, saying: “I do not find it acceptable 
that ... [having] finally decided to answer the calls during 

all these years to continue the case, they would expect 
the role of Ecuador would be limited to opening the doors 
of its embassy.” 
Patino said his country couldn’t simply allow the Swedes 
access without prior discussion because of Assange’s 
“extraordinary” position as someone who has been 
granted asylum; Ecuador would want to insist, for 

instance, on the presence of diplomatic staff in the 

interview, he said. 

But despite Ecuador offering to meet “with the stated 
and sincere objective of reaching a mutual 
understanding”, said Patino, “there is a refusal to discuss 
on [Sweden’s] part. This certainly hinders any progress. 
Honestly, I do not know why. Only Swedish prosecutors 
can give an answer.” 

Sweden’s foreign ministry declined to comment. But in a 
series of tense diplomatic exchanges seen by the 
Guardian, Stockholm is equally insistent that Ecuador is 
in fact the roadblock to progress, and that an agreement 
between the two countries before the interview, beyond 
the protocols established in international law, is 
unnecessary.  

Should Ecuador continue to insist on it, Sweden argues, 
it will interpret the response as a refusal to grant access 
to Assange. 

Prosecutor Marianne Ny, who is leading the investigation 
in Sweden, has insisted since 2010 that Assange would 
have to come to Sweden to be interviewed. But she has 

come under increasing pressure in Sweden to break the 
deadlock, with Sweden’s supreme court writing to the 
country’s prosecutor general in early March, pointedly 
asking his view on the investigation. On 13 March Ny 
announced she would ask Ecuador for permission to 
conduct the interview in London. 
Ecuador, however, says it received the first request for 

access, via its Stockholm embassy, on 12 June. Five days 
later, Assange said the Swedes abruptly cancelled an 
interview in London that had been arranged for that day; 
“Some formal approval has not come [from Ecuador],” 
explained Ny. 
“The prosecutor’s view remains: the aim is to question 

Mr Assange at the Ecuadorian embassy in London as 

soon as possible,” a Swedish spokesman said on 
Thursday. 
Niklas Wågnert, the Stockholm appeal court judge who 
heard Assange’s case in November, told the Guardian the 
continuing failure to interview the Australian in London 
might amount to “new circumstances” in the case, which 

would enable Assange to launch another appeal through 
the Swedish courts. If Assange found himself facing only 
one outstanding charge, he added, it could be a factor 
for judges to weigh if the case came back to court.  
“Time has gone by and nothing has happened – it would 
be up to the the courts to decide if [a diplomatic dispute 
between Sweden and Ecuador] would be a good enough 
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explanation for the prosecutor not making progress in 
the case,” he said. 

http://www.theguardian.com/media/2015/jul/23/julian
-assange-ecuador-and-sweden-in-tense-standoff-over-
interview  

______________________________  

 
Top rabbi: Jews’ assimilation in Europe ‘worse than Holocaust’ 

March 31, 2014  

 
At a conference in Budapest, one of Israel’s top rabbis 
has said that high assimilation rates among European 
Jews were “worse than the Holocaust”. 

Rabbi Shimon Elitov, a member of Israel’s Chief 
Rabbinate Council High, was commenting on reports 
presented to a gathering of the Rabbinical Center of 
Europe, where over 300 Jewish religious figures met to 
discuss the problem. 
The rabbis heard that over 85% of European Jews 

assimilated and intermarried, four out of every five did 
not attend shul, even for Yom Kippur, and three quarters 
did not receive a Jewish education. 

“Assimilation in the shocking numbers that we see is 
worse that the physical Holocaust that we saw,” said 
Elitov, as reported in Arutz Sheva. 
Other senior rabbis also invoked the Holocaust, with 
Rabbi Barel Lazar, Chief Rabbi of Russia, speaking about 
threats to shechita (ritual slaughter) and bril milah (male 
circumcision) saying: “In the Holocaust they killed us by 

force, through murder, but they understand (now) that it 
didn’t work… Today they try to murder our souls.” 
The landmark conference, which was attended by Israeli 

Chief Rabbis David Lau and Yitzhak Yosef and was held in 
Budapest to mark 70 years since the murder of 
Hungarian Jews by the Nazis, also heard calls for 
European Jews to make aliyah. 

Deputy Religious Services Minister Eli Ben-Dahan called 
for European rabbis to save their communities by coming 
to Israel. In an interview with Arutz Sheva, Ben-Dahan 
said that in Israel “there is no intermarriage”. 
On what he tells his European colleagues, he said: “I tell 
them there is no choice, to immigrate with (the 

remaining Jews) to Israel. I don’t know any other 
solution to prevent intermarriage.” 
http://www.jewishnews.co.uk/top-rabbi-jews-
assimilation-europe-worse-holocaust/  

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Auschwitz verdict will make it harder for Holocaust deniers, Canadian witness says 
JENNA ZUCKER 

The Globe and Mail, Published Monday, Jul. 20, 2015 6:26PM EDT 

 
A Canadian survivor of a Nazi death camp says the 
detailed confession from a former bookkeeper will make 
it more difficult for Holocaust deniers to spread their 
version of Second World War events. 
Oskar Groening, the former bookkeeper, was sentenced 
last week in a German court to four years in prison after 
he was found guilty of being an accessory to the murder 
of 300,000 Jews at Auschwitz. 

 
Auschwitz concentration camp survivor Bill Glied, 
photographed at his Toronto home Jan. 26, 2015. 

(Michelle Siu For The Globe and Mail) 

 
During the trial, Mr. Groenig admitted to feeling “moral 
guilt” for his role. 
“The fact that he was found guilty was, to me, a very 

satisfactory outcome,” said Bill Glied, the Canadian 
survivor of Auschwitz who testified in Germany at the 
trial of Mr. Groening. 
“Holocaust deniers will no longer be able to deny it after 
all, as a Nazi SS officer has said that what has happened 

is true – which is proof enough that the Holocaust 
actually existed.” 
Mr. Glied was 13 when he arrived in at the camp in May, 
1944, with his family. He was the only one who survived. 
At least 1.1 million prisoners died at Auschwitz in 
German-occupied Poland, around 90 per cent of them 
Jewish. 

“So, as far as the jail sentence, I couldn’t care less and I 
still don’t care. The important part is that he was found 
guilty,” said Mr. Glied, who works with March of the 
Living, a group dedicated to remembering those who 
perished, while also paying tribute to those who survived 
and making sure the events of more than 70 years ago 

are not forgotten. 
The Simon Wiesenthal Center’s head Nazi hunter, Efraim 
Zuroff, also praised the verdict. 
“This verdict was critical, because this is the first case 
brought where the prosecution charged a person who 
wasn’t involved in the physical side of mass murder,” he 
said in an interview last week with The Associated Press. 

Evidence presented at the trial indicated Mr. Groening, 
now 94, was part of the “machinery of death.” He was 
called “the accountant of Auschwitz” by presiding Judge 
Franz Kompisch. 
Mr. Groening’s defence team filed an appeal of the court 
ruling Monday on the basis of the time it took for his case 
to go to trial. 

He remains out of jail until the appeal is heard. 
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Evidence presented at the trial indicated he was the 
“bookkeeper” who also performed “ramp duty” at 

Auschwitz. 
The bookkeeper was the person who kept track of the 
money and valuables taken from the Jews and others on 

their arrival. Ramp duty meant he had a role in 
determining the fate of the prisoners, including whether 
they were sent to the gas chamber. 
“[The trial] will be valuable for the future of Holocaust 

education (because) a court in Germany has heard 
testimony from an SS sergeant admitting to what went 
on at Auschwitz,” agreed Alana Saxe, director of 
Toronto’s March of the Living. “This testimony quashes 
any denial of the Holocaust.” 

With files from The Associated Press 
More Related to this Story 

Erna Paris The last Auschwitz trial: A link in the chain of 
genocide  
Former SS guard testifies he ‘couldn’t imagine’ Jews 
leaving Auschwitz alive  
94-year-old former Auschwitz guard convicted on 
300,000 counts of accessory to murder  
 

AP Video Apr. 21 2015, 4:04 PM EDT 
Video: 'Accountant of Auschwitz' guard goes on trial 

 
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/national/ausch
witz-verdict-will-make-it-harder-for-holocaust-deniers-
canadian-witness-says/article25596621/  

__________________________________________ 
Eighteen months ago, TAC publisher Ron Unz discovered an astonishing account of the role the 2008 

Republican presidential nominee, John McCain, had played in suppressing information about what 

happened to American soldiers missing in action in Vietnam. Below, we present in full Sydney 

Schanberg’s explosive story. 

 John McCain, who has risen to political prominence on 

his image as a Vietnam POW war hero, has, inexplicably, 

worked very hard to hide from the public stunning 

information about American prisoners in Vietnam who, 

unlike him, didn’t return home. Throughout his Senate 

career, McCain has quietly sponsored and pushed into 

federal law a set of prohibitions that keep the most 

revealing information about these men buried as 

classified documents. Thus the war hero who people 

would logically imagine as a determined crusader for the 

interests of POWs and their families became instead the 

strange champion of hiding the evidence and closing the 

books. 

Almost as striking is the manner in which the 

mainstream press has shied from reporting the POW 

story and McCain’s role in it, even as the Republican 

Party has made McCain’s military service the focus of his 

presidential campaign. 

Reporters who had covered the Vietnam War turned their 

heads and walked in other directions. McCain doesn’t talk 

about the missing men, and the press never asks him 

about them. 

The sum of the secrets McCain has sought to hide is not 

small. There exists a telling mass of official documents, 

radio intercepts, witness depositions, satellite photos of 

rescue symbols that pilots were trained to use, electronic 

messages from the ground containing the individual code 

numbers given to airmen, a rescue mission by a special 

forces unit that was aborted twice by Washington—and 

even sworn testimony by two Defense secretaries that 

“men were left behind.”  

This imposing body of evidence suggests that a large 

number—the documents indicate probably hundreds—of 

the U.S. prisoners held by Vietnam were not returned 

when the peace treaty was signed in January 1973 and 

Hanoi released 591 men, among them Navy combat pilot 

John S. McCain. 

Mass of Evidence 

The Pentagon had been withholding significant 

information from POW families for years. What’s more, 

the Pentagon’s POW/MIA operation had been publicly 

shamed by internal whistleblowers and POW families for 

holding back documents as part of a policy of 

“debunking” POW intelligence even when the information 

was obviously credible. 

The pressure from the families and Vietnam veterans 

finally forced the creation, in late 1991, of a Senate 

Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs. The chairman was 

John Kerry. McCain, as a former POW, was its most 

pivotal member. In the end, the committee became part 

of the debunking machine. 

One of the sharpest critics of the Pentagon’s performance 

was an insider, Air Force Lt. Gen. Eugene Tighe, who 

headed the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) during the 

1970s. He openly challenged the Pentagon’s position that 

no live prisoners existed, saying that the evidence 

proved otherwise. McCain was a bitter opponent of Tighe, 

who was eventually pushed into retirement. 

Included in the evidence that McCain and his government 

allies suppressed or sought to discredit is a transcript of 

a senior North Vietnamese general’s briefing of the Hanoi 

politburo, discovered in Soviet archives by an American 

scholar in 1993. The briefing took place only four months 

before the 1973 peace accords. The general, Tran Van 

Quang, told the politburo members that Hanoi was 

holding 1,205 American prisoners but would keep many 

of them at war’s end as leverage to ensure getting war 

reparations [US Military Citizens for $$$ money from 

McCain’s Senate]from Washington. 

Throughout the Paris negotiations, the North Vietnamese 

tied the prisoner issue tightly to the issue of reparations. 

They were adamant in refusing to deal with them 

separately. Finally, in a Feb. 2, 1973 formal letter to 

Hanoi’s premier, Pham Van Dong, Nixon pledged $3.25 

billion in “postwar reconstruction” aid “without any 

political conditions.” But he also attached to the letter a 

codicil that said the aid would be implemented by each 

party “in accordance with its own constitutional 

provisions.” That meant Congress would have to approve 

the appropriation, and Nixon and Kissinger knew well 

that Congress was in no mood to do so. The North 

Vietnamese, whether or not they immediately 

http://www.theglobeandmail.com/globe-debate/he-was-a-link-in-the-chain-of-genocide/article24148860/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/globe-debate/he-was-a-link-in-the-chain-of-genocide/article24148860/
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http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/former-ss-guard-testifies-he-couldnt-imagine-jews-leaving-auschwitz-alive/article24072176/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/94-year-old-former-auschwitz-guard-convicted-on-300000-counts-of-accessory-to-murder/article25514490/
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understood the double-talk in the letter, remained 

skeptical about the reparations promise being honored—

and it never was. Hanoi thus appears to have held back 

prisoners—just as it had done when the French were 

defeated at Dien Bien Phu in 1954 and withdrew their 

forces from Vietnam. In that case, France paid ransoms 

for prisoners and brought them home. 

In a private briefing in 1992, high-level CIA officials told 

me that as the years passed and the ransom never 

came, it became more and more difficult for either 

government to admit that it knew from the start about 

the unacknowledged prisoners.  

Those prisoners had not only become useless as 

bargaining chips but also posed a risk to Hanoi’s desire to 

be accepted into the international community. The CIA 

officials said their intelligence indicated strongly that the 

remaining men—those who had not died from illness or 

hard labor or torture—were eventually executed. 

This was supported by Col Ollie North Republican and 

Adm Poindexter who administered Operation Phoenix . 

My own research, detailed below, has convinced me that 

it is not likely that more than a few—if any—are alive in 

captivity today. (That CIA briefing at the Agency’s 

Langley, Virginia, headquarters was conducted “off the 

record,” but because the evidence from my own 

reporting since then has brought me to the same 

conclusion, I felt there was no longer any point in not 

writing about the meeting.) 

For many reasons, including the absence of a political 

constituency for the missing men other than their 

families and some veterans’ groups, very few Americans 

are aware of the POW story and of McCain’s role in 

keeping it out of public view and denying the existence of 

abandoned POWs. That is because McCain has hardly 

been alone in his campaign to hide the scandal. 

The Arizona senator, now the Republican candidate for 

president, has actually been following the lead of every 

White House since Richard Nixon’s, and thus of every CIA 

director, Pentagon chief, and national security adviser, 

not to mention Dick Cheney, who was George H.W. 

Bush’s Defense secretary. Their biggest accomplice has 

been an indolent press, particularly in Washington. 

McCain’s Role 

An early and critical McCain secrecy move involved 1990 

legislation that started in the House of Representatives. 

A brief and simple document, it was called “the Truth 

Bill” and would have compelled complete transparency 

about prisoners and missing men. Its core sentence 

reads: “[The] head of each department or agency which 

holds or receives any records and information, including 

live-sighting reports, which have been correlated or 

possibly correlated to United States personnel listed as 

prisoner of war or missing in action from World War II, 

the Korean conflict and the Vietnam conflict, shall make 

available to the public all such records held or received 

by that department or agency.” 

Bitterly opposed by the Pentagon (and thus McCain), the 

bill went nowhere. Reintroduced the following year, it 

again disappeared. But a few months later, a new 

measure, known as “the McCain Bill,” suddenly appeared. 

By creating a bureaucratic maze from which only a 

fraction of the documents could emerge—only records 

that revealed no POW secrets—it turned the Truth Bill on 

its head. The McCain bill became law in 1991 and 

remains so today. So crushing to transparency are its 

provisions that it actually spells out for the Pentagon and 

other agencies several rationales, scenarios, and 

justifications for not releasing any information at all—

even about prisoners discovered alive in captivity. Later 

that year, the Senate Select Committee was created, 

where Kerry and McCain ultimately worked together to 

bury evidence. 

McCain was also instrumental in amending the Missing 

Service Personnel Act, which had been strengthened in 

1995 by POW advocates to include criminal penalties, 

saying, “Any government official who knowingly and 

willfully withholds from the file of a missing person any 

information relating to the disappearance or whereabouts 

and status of a missing person shall be fined as provided 

in Title 18 or imprisoned not more than one year or 

both.” A year later, in a closed House-Senate conference 

on an unrelated military bill, McCain, at the behest of the 

Pentagon, attached a crippling amendment to the act, 

stripping out its only enforcement teeth, the criminal 

penalties, and reducing the obligations of commanders in 

the field to speedily search for missing men and to report 

the incidents to the Pentagon. 

About the relaxation of POW/MIA obligations on 

commanders in the field, a public McCain memo said, 

“This transfers the bureaucracy involved out of the 

[battle] field to Washington.” He wrote that the original 

legislation, if left intact, “would accomplish nothing but 

create new jobs for lawyers and turn military 

commanders into clerks.” 

McCain argued that keeping the criminal penalties would 

have made it impossible for the Pentagon to find staffers 

willing to work on POW/MIA matters. That’s an odd 

argument to make. Were staffers only “willing to work” if 

they were allowed to conceal POW records?  

By eviscerating the law, McCain gave his stamp of 

approval to the government policy of debunking the 

existence of live POWs. 

McCain has insisted again and again that all the 

evidence—documents, witnesses, satellite photos, two 

Pentagon chiefs’ sworn testimony, aborted rescue 

missions, ransom offers apparently scorned—has been 

woven together by unscrupulous deceivers to create an 

insidious and unpatriotic myth. He calls it the “bizarre 

rantings of the MIA hobbyists.” He has regularly vilified 

those who keep trying to pry out classified documents as 

“hoaxers,” “charlatans,” “conspiracy theorists,” and 

“dime-store Rambos.” 

Some of McCain’s fellow captives at Hoa Lo prison in 

Hanoi didn’t share his views about prisoners left behind. 

Before he died of leukemia in 1999, retired Col. Ted Guy, 

a highly admired POW and one of the most dogged 

resisters in the camps, wrote an angry open letter to the 

senator in an MIA newsletter—a response to McCain’s 



5 
 

stream of insults hurled at MIA activists. Guy wrote, 

“John, does this [the insults] include Senator Bob Smith 

[a New Hampshire Republican and activist on POW 

issues] and other concerned elected officials? Does this 

include the families of the missing where there is 

overwhelming evidence that their loved ones were ‘last 

known alive’? Does this include some of your fellow 

POWs?” 

It’s not clear whether the taped confession McCain gave 

to his captors to avoid further torture has played a role in 

his postwar behavior in the Senate. That confession was 

played endlessly over the prison loudspeaker system at 

Hoa Lo—to try to break down other prisoners—and was 

broadcast over Hanoi’s state radio.  

Reportedly, he confessed to being a war criminal who 

had bombed civilian targets.  

[I boarded flag rank generals who refused to bomb 

nursery schools to increase body count’ while forced to 

let armored columns of David Rockefeller CHASE Bank go 

untouched] 

The Pentagon has a copy of the confession but will not 

release it. Also, no outsider I know of has ever seen a 

non-redacted copy of the debriefing of McCain when he 

returned from captivity, which is classified but could be 

made public by McCain. 

All humans have breaking points. Many men undergoing 

torture give confessions, often telling huge lies so their 

fakery will be understood by their comrades and their 

country. Few will fault them. But it was McCain who 

apparently felt he had disgraced himself and his military 

family. His father, John S. McCain II, was a highly 

regarded rear admiral then serving as commander of all 

U.S. forces in the Pacific. His grandfather was also a rear 

admiral. 

In his bestselling 1999 autobiography, Faith of My 

Fathers, McCain says he felt bad throughout his captivity 

because he knew he was being treated more leniently 

than his fellow POWs, owing to his high-ranking father 

and thus his propaganda value. Other prisoners at Hoa 

Lo say his captors considered him a prize catch and 

called him the “Crown Prince,” something McCain 

acknowledges in the book. 

Also in this memoir, McCain expresses guilt at having 

broken under torture and given the confession. “I felt 

faithless and couldn’t control my despair,” he writes, 

revealing that he made two “feeble” attempts at suicide. 

(In later years, he said he tried to hang himself with his 

shirt and guards intervened.) Tellingly, he says he lived 

in “dread” that his father would find out about the 

confession. “I still wince,” he writes, “when I recall 

wondering if my father had heard of my disgrace.” 

He says that when he returned home, he told his father 

about the confession, but “never discussed it at length”—

and the admiral, who died in 1981, didn’t indicate he had 

heard anything about it before. But he had. In the 1999 

memoir, the senator writes, “I only recently learned that 

the tape … had been broadcast outside the prison and 

had come to the attention of my father.” 

Is McCain haunted by these memories? Does he suppress 

POW information because its surfacing would rekindle his 

feelings of shame? On this subject, all I have are 

questions. 

Many stories have been written about McCain’s explosive 

temper, so volcanic that colleagues are loath to speak 

openly about it. One veteran congressman who has 

observed him over the years asked for confidentiality and 

made this brief comment: “This is a man not at peace 

with himself.” 

He was certainly far from calm on the Senate POW 

committee. He browbeat expert witnesses who came 

with information about unreturned POWs. Family 

members who have personally faced McCain and pressed 

him to end the secrecy also have been treated to his 

legendary temper. He has screamed at them, insulted 

them, brought women to tears. Mostly his responses to 

them have been versions of: How dare you question my 

patriotism? In 1996, he roughly pushed aside a group of 

POW family members who had waited outside a hearing 

room to appeal to him, including a mother in a 

wheelchair. 

But even without answers to what may be hidden in the 

recesses of McCain’s mind, one thing about the POW 

story is clear: if American prisoners were dishonored by 

being written off and left to die, that’s something the 

American public ought to know about. 

10 Key Pieces of Evidence That Men Were Left 

Behind 

1. In Paris, where the Vietnam peace treaty was 

negotiated, the United States asked Hanoi for the list of 

American prisoners to be returned, fearing that Hanoi 

would hold some prisoners back. The North Vietnamese 

refused, saying they would produce the list only after the 

treaty was signed. Nixon agreed with Kissinger that they 

had no leverage left, and Kissinger signed the accord on 

Jan. 27, 1973 without the prisoner list. When Hanoi 

produced its list of 591 prisoners the next day, U.S. 

intelligence agencies expressed shock at the low number. 

Their number was hundreds higher. The New York Times 

published a long, page-one story on Feb. 2, 1973 about 

the discrepancy, especially raising questions about the 

number of prisoners held in Laos, only nine of whom 

were being returned. The headline read, in part, “Laos 

POW List Shows 9 from U.S.—Document Disappointing to 

Washington as 311 Were Believed Missing.” And the 

story, by John Finney, said that other Washington 

officials “believe the number of prisoners [in Laos] is 

probably substantially higher.” The paper never followed 

up with any serious investigative reporting—nor did any 

other mainstream news organization. 

2. Two Defense secretaries who served during the 

Vietnam War testified to the Senate POW committee in 

September 1992 that prisoners were not returned. James 

Schlesinger and Melvin Laird, both speaking at a public 

session and under oath, said they based their conclusions 

on strong intelligence data—letters, eyewitness reports, 

even direct radio contacts. Under questioning, 

Schlesinger chose his words carefully, understanding 
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clearly the volatility of the issue: “I think that as of now 

that I can come to no other conclusion … some were left 

behind.” This ran counter to what President Nixon told 

the public in a nationally televised speech on March 29, 

1973, when the repatriation of the 591 was in motion: 

“Tonight,” Nixon said, “the day we have all worked and 

prayed for has finally come. For the first time in 12 

years, no American military forces are in Vietnam. All our 

American POWs are on their way home.” Documents 

unearthed since then show that aides had already briefed 

Nixon about the contrary evidence. 

Schlesinger was asked by the Senate committee for his 

explanation of why President Nixon would have made 

such a statement when he knew Hanoi was still holding 

prisoners. He replied, “One must assume that we had 

concluded that the bargaining position of the United 

States … was quite weak. We were anxious to get our 

troops out and we were not going to roil the waters…” 

This testimony struck me as a bombshell. The New York 

Times appropriately reported it on page one but again 

there was no sustained follow-up by the Times or any 

other major paper or national news outlet. 

3. Over the years, the DIA received more than 1,600 

first-hand sightings of live American prisoners and nearly 

14,000 second-hand reports. Many witnesses 

interrogated by CIA or Pentagon intelligence agents were 

deemed “credible” in the agents’ reports. Some of the 

witnesses were given lie-detector tests and passed. 

Sources provided me with copies of these witness 

reports, which are impressive in their detail. A lot of the 

sightings described a secondary tier of prison camps 

many miles from Hanoi. Yet the DIA, after reviewing all 

these reports, concluded that they “do not constitute 

evidence” that men were alive. 

4. In the late 1970s and early 1980s, listening stations 

picked up messages in which Laotian military personnel 

spoke about moving American prisoners from one labor 

camp to another. These listening posts were manned by 

Thai communications officers trained by the National 

Security Agency (NSA), which monitors signals 

worldwide. The NSA teams had moved out after the fall 

of Saigon in 1975 and passed the job to the Thai allies. 

But when the Thais turned these messages over to 

Washington, the intelligence community ruled that since 

the intercepts were made by a “third party”—namely 

Thailand—they could not be regarded as authentic. 

That’s some Catch-22: the U.S. trained a third party to 

take over its role in monitoring signals about POWs, but 

because that third party did the monitoring, the 

messages weren’t valid. 

Here, from CIA files, is an example that clearly exposes 

the farce. On Dec. 27, 1980, a Thai military signal team 

picked up a message saying that prisoners were being 

moved out of Attopeu (in southern Laos) by aircraft “at 

1230 hours.” Three days later a message was sent from 

the CIA station in Bangkok to the CIA director’s office in 

Langley. It read, in part: “The prisoners … are now in the 

valley in permanent location (a prison camp at 

Nhommarath in Central Laos). They were transferred 

from Attopeu to work in various places … POWs were 

formerly kept in caves and are very thin, dark and 

starving.” Apparently the prisoners were real. But the 

transmission was declared “invalid” by Washington 

because the information came from a “third party” and 

thus could not be deemed credible. 

5. A series of what appeared to be distress signals from 

Vietnam and Laos were captured by the government’s 

satellite system in the late 1980s and early ’90s. (Before 

that period, no search for such signals had been put in 

place.) Not a single one of these markings was ever 

deemed credible. To the layman’s eye, the satellite 

photos, some of which I’ve seen, show markings on the 

ground that are identical to the signals that American 

pilots had been specifically trained to use in their survival 

courses—such as certain letters, like X or K, drawn in a 

special way. Other markings were the secret four-digit 

authenticator numbers given to individual pilots. But time 

and again, the Pentagon, backed by the CIA, insisted 

that humans had not made these markings. What were 

they, then? “Shadows and vegetation,” the government 

said, insisting that the markings were merely normal 

topographical contours like saw-grass or rice-paddy 

divider walls. It was the automatic response—shadows 

and vegetation. On one occasion, a Pentagon photo 

expert refused to go along. It was a missing man’s name 

gouged into a field, he said, not trampled grass or paddy 

berms. His bosses responded by bringing in an outside 

contractor who found instead, yes, shadows and 

vegetation. This refrain led Bob Taylor, a highly regarded 

investigator on the Senate committee staff who had 

examined the photographic evidence, to comment to me: 

“If grass can spell out people’s names and secret digit 

codes, then I have a newfound respect for grass.” 

6. On Nov. 11, 1992, Dolores Alfond, the sister of 

missing airman Capt. Victor Apodaca and chair of the 

National Alliance of Families, an organization of relatives 

of POW/MIAs, testified at one of the Senate committee’s 

public hearings. She asked for information about data 

the government had gathered from electronic devices 

used in a classified program known as PAVE SPIKE. 

The devices were motion sensors, dropped by air, 

designed to pick up enemy troop movements. Shaped on 

one end like a spike with an electronic pod and antenna 

on top, they were designed to stick in the ground as they 

fell. Air Force planes would drop them along the Ho Chi 

Minh trail and other supply routes. The devices, though 

primarily sensors, also had rescue capabilities. Someone 

on the ground—a downed airman or a prisoner on a labor 

gang —could manually enter data into the sensor. All 

data were regularly collected electronically by U.S. 

planes flying overhead. Alfond stated, without any 

challenge or contradiction by the committee, that in 

1974, a year after the supposedly complete return of 

prisoners, the gathered data showed that a person or 

people had manually entered into the sensors—as U.S. 

pilots had been trained to do—no less than 20 

authenticator numbers that corresponded exactly to the 

classified authenticator numbers of 20 U.S. POWs who 
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were lost in Laos. Alfond added, according to the 

transcript, “This PAVE SPIKE intelligence is seamless, but 

the committee has not discussed it or released what it 

knows about PAVE SPIKE.” 

McCain attended that committee hearing specifically to 

confront Alfond because of her criticism of the panel’s 

work. He bellowed and berated her for quite a while. His 

face turning anger-pink, he accused her of “denigrating” 

his “patriotism.” The bullying had its effect—she began to 

cry.  

[ The same thing McCain did when Trump told the truth 

about McCain. McCain whimpered “disrespect for POWs” 

WOW this hired boy turn coat knows no limits!!!] 

After a pause Alfond recovered and tried to respond to 

his scorching tirade, but McCain simply turned away and 

stormed out of the room. The PAVE SPIKE file has never 

been declassified. We still don’t know anything about 

those 20 POWs. 

7. As previously mentioned, in April 1993 in a Moscow 

archive, a researcher from Harvard, Stephen Morris, 

unearthed and made public the transcript of a briefing 

that General Tran Van Quang gave to the Hanoi politburo 

four months before the signing of the Paris peace accords 

in 1973. 

In the transcript, General Quang told the Hanoi politburo 

that 1,205 U.S. prisoners were being held. Quang said 

that many of the prisoners would be held back from 

Washington after the accords as bargaining chips for war 

reparations. General Quang’s report added: “This is a big 

number. Officially, until now, we published a list of only 

368 prisoners of war. The rest we have not revealed. The 

government of the USA knows this well, but it does not 

know the exact number … and can only make guesses 

based on its losses. That is why we are keeping the 

number of prisoners of war secret, in accordance with 

the politburo’s instructions.” The report then went on to 

explain in clear and specific language that a large 

number would be kept back to ensure reparations.$. 

 The reaction to the document was immediate. After two 

decades of denying it had kept any prisoners, Hanoi 

responded to the revelation by calling the transcript a 

fabrication. 

Similarly, Washington—which had over the same two 

decades refused to recant Nixon’s declaration that all the 

prisoners had been returned—also shifted into denial 

mode. The Pentagon issued a statement saying the 

document “is replete with errors, omissions and 

propaganda that seriously damage its credibility,” and 

that the numbers were “inconsistent with our own 

accounting.” 

Neither American nor Vietnamese officials offered any 

rationale for who would plant a forged document in the 

Soviet archives and why they would do so. Certainly 

neither Washington nor Moscow—closely allied with 

Hanoi—would have any motive, since the contents were 

embarrassing to all parties, and since both the United 

States and Vietnam had consistently denied the 

existence of unreturned prisoners. The Russian archivists 

simply said the document was “authentic.” 

8. In his 2002 book, Inside Delta Force, retired 

Command Sgt. Maj. Eric Haney described how in 1981 

his special forces unit, after rigorous training for a POW 

rescue mission, had the mission suddenly aborted, 

revived a year later, and again abruptly aborted. Haney 

writes that this abandonment of captured soldiers ate at 

him for years and left him disillusioned about his 

government’s vows to leave no men behind. “Years later, 

I spoke at length with a former highly placed member of 

the North Vietnamese diplomatic corps, and this person 

asked me point-blank: ‘Why did the Americans never 

attempt to recover their remaining POWs after the 

conclusion of the war?’” Haney writes. He continued, 

saying that he came to believe senior government 

officials had called off those missions in 1981 and 1982. 

(His account is on pages 314 to 321 of my paperback 

copy of the book.) 

9. There is also evidence that in the first months of 

Ronald Reagan’s presidency in 1981, the White House 

received a ransom proposal for a number of POWs being 

held by Hanoi in Indochina. The offer, which was passed 

to Washington from an official of a third country, was 

apparently discussed at a meeting in the Roosevelt Room 

attended by Reagan, Vice President George H. W. Bush, 

CIA director William Casey, and National Security Adviser 

Richard Allen. Allen confirmed the offer in sworn 

testimony to the Senate POW committee on June 23, 

1992. 

Allen was allowed to testify behind closed doors and no 

information was released. But a San Diego Union-Tribune 

reporter, Robert Caldwell, obtained the portion relating 

to the ransom offer and reported on it. The ransom 

request was for $4 billion, Allen testified. He said he told 

Reagan that “it would be worth the president’s going 

along and let’s have the negotiation.” When his 

testimony appeared in the Union-Tribune, Allen quickly 

wrote a letter to the panel, this time not under oath, 

recanting the ransom story and claiming his memory had 

played tricks on him. His new version was that some 

POW activists had asked him about such an offer in a 

meeting that took place in 1986, when he was no longer 

in government. “It appears,” he said in the letter, “that 

there never was a 1981 meeting about the return of 

POW/MIAs for $4 billion.” 

But the episode didn’t end there. A Treasury agent on 

Secret Service duty in the White House, John Syphrit, 

came forward to say he had overheard part of the 

ransom conversation in the Roosevelt Room in 1981, 

when the offer was discussed by Reagan, Bush, Casey, 

Allen, and other cabinet officials. 

Syphrit, a veteran of the Vietnam War, told the 

committee he was willing to testify, but they would have 

to subpoena him. Treasury opposed his appearance, 

arguing that voluntary testimony would violate the trust 

between the Secret Service and those it protects. It was 

clear that coming in on his own could cost Syphrit his 

career. The committee voted 7 to 4 not to subpoena him. 

In the committee’s final report, dated Jan. 13, 1993 (on 

page 284), the panel not only chastised Syphrit for his 
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failure to testify without a subpoena (“The committee 

regrets that the Secret Service agent was unwilling …”), 

but noted that since Allen had recanted his testimony 

about the Roosevelt Room briefing, Syphrit’s testimony 

would have been “at best, uncorroborated by the 

testimony of any other witness.” The committee omitted 

any mention that it had made a decision not to ask the 

other two surviving witnesses, Bush and Reagan, to give 

testimony under oath. (Casey had died.) 

10. In 1990, Col. Millard Peck, a decorated infantry 

veteran of Vietnam then working at the DIA as chief of 

the Asia Division for Current Intelligence, asked for the 

job of chief of the DIA’s Special Office for Prisoners of 

War and Missing in Action. His reason for seeking the 

transfer, which was not a promotion, was that he had 

heard from officials throughout the Pentagon that the 

POW/MIA office had been turned into a waste-disposal 

unit for getting rid of unwanted evidence about live 

prisoners—a “black hole,” these officials called it. 

Peck explained all this in his telling resignation letter of 

Feb. 12, 1991, eight months after he had taken the job. 

He said he viewed it as “sort of a holy crusade” to restore 

the integrity of the office but was defeated by the 

Pentagon machine. The four-page, single-spaced letter 

was scathing, describing the putative search for missing 

men as “a cover-up.” 

Peck charged that, at its top echelons, the Pentagon had 

embraced a “mind-set to debunk” all evidence of 

prisoners left behind. “That national leaders continue to 

address the prisoner of war and missing in action issue 

as the ‘highest national priority,’ is a travesty,” he wrote. 

“The entire charade does not appear to be an honest 

effort, and may never have been. … Practically all 

analysis is directed to finding fault with the source. 

Rarely has there been any effective, active follow 

through on any of the sightings, nor is there a responsive 

‘action arm’ to routinely and aggressively pursue leads.” 

“I became painfully aware,” his letter continued, “that I 

was not really in charge of my own office, but was 

merely a figurehead or whipping boy for a larger and 

totally Machiavellian group of players outside of DIA … I 

feel strongly that this issue is being manipulated and 

controlled at a higher level, not with the goal of resolving 

it, but more to obfuscate the question of live prisoners 

and give the illusion of progress through hyperactivity.” 

He named no names but said these players are 

“unscrupulous people in the Government or associated 

with the Government” who “have maintained their 

distance and remained hidden in the shadows, while 

using the [POW] Office as a ‘toxic waste dump’ to bury 

the whole ‘mess’ out of sight.” Peck added that “military 

officers … who in some manner have ‘rocked the boat’ 

[have] quickly come to grief.” 

Peck concluded, “From what I have witnessed, it appears 

that any soldier left in Vietnam, even inadvertently, was, 

in fact, abandoned years ago, and that the farce that is 

being played is no more than political legerdemain done 

with ‘smoke and mirrors’ to stall the issue until it dies a 

natural death.” 

The disillusioned colonel not only resigned but asked to 

be retired immediately from active military service. The 

press never followed up. 

My Pursuit of the Story 

I covered the war in Cambodia and Vietnam, but came to 

the POW information only slowly afterward, when military 

officers I knew from that conflict began coming to me 

with maps and POW sightings and depositions by 

Vietnamese witnesses. 

I was then city editor of the New York Times, no longer 

involved in foreign or national stories, so I took the data 

to the appropriate desks and suggested it was material 

worth pursuing. There were no takers. Some years later, 

in 1991, when I was an op-ed columnist at Newsday, the 

aforementioned special Senate committee was formed to 

probe the POW issue. I saw this as an opening and 

immersed myself in the reporting. 

At Newsday, I wrote 36 columns over a two-year period, 

as well as a four-part series on a trip I took to North 

Vietnam to report on what happened to one missing pilot 

who was shot down over the Ho Chi Minh trail and 

captured when he parachuted down. After Newsday, I 

wrote thousands more words on the subject for other 

outlets. Some of the pieces were about McCain’s key 

role. 

Though I wrote on many subjects for Life, Vanity Fair, 

and Washington Monthly, my POW articles appeared in 

Penthouse, the Village Voice, and APBnews.com. 

Mainstream publications just weren’t interested. Their 

disinterest was part of what motivated me, and I became 

one of a very short list of journalists who considered the 

story important. 

Serving in the Army in Germany during the Cold War and 

witnessing combat firsthand as a reporter in India and 

Indochina led me to have great respect for those who 

fight for their country. To my mind, we dishonored U.S. 

troops when our government failed to bring them home 

from Vietnam after the 591 others were released—and 

then claimed they didn’t exist. And politicians dishonor 

themselves when they pay lip service to the bravery and 

sacrifice of soldiers only to leave untold numbers behind, 

rationalizing to themselves that it’s merely one of the 

unfortunate costs of war. 

John McCain—now campaigning for the White House as a 

war hero, maverick, and straight shooter—owes the 

voters some explanations. The press were long ago 

wooed and won by McCain’s seeming openness, Lone 

Ranger pose, and self-deprecating humor, which may 

partly explain their ignoring his record on POWs. In the 

numerous, lengthy McCain profiles that have appeared of 

late in papers like the New York Times, the Washington 

Post, and the Wall Street Journal, I may have missed a 

clause or a sentence along the way, but I have not found 

a single mention of his role in burying information about 

POWs. Television and radio news programs have been 

similarly silent. 

Reporters simply never ask him about it. They didn’t 

when he ran unsuccessfully for the Republican 

nomination in 2000. They haven’t now, despite the fact 
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that we’re in the midst of another war—a war he 

supports and one that has echoes of Vietnam. The only 

explanation McCain has ever offered for his leadership on 

legislation that seals POW files is that he believes the 

release of such information would only stir up fresh grief 

for the families of those who were never accounted for in 

Vietnam. Of the scores of POW families I’ve met over the 

years, only a few have said they want the books closed 

without knowing what happened to their men. All the 

rest say that not knowing is exactly what grieves them. 

Isn’t it possible that what really worries those intent on 

keeping the POW documents buried is the public disgust 

that the contents of those files would generate? 

How the Senate Committee Perpetuated the 

Debunking 

In its early months, the Senate Select Committee on 

POW/MIA Affairs gave the appearance of being 

committed to finding out the truth about the MIAs. As 

time went on, however, it became clear that they were 

cooperating in every way with the Pentagon and CIA, 

who often seemed to be calling the shots, even setting 

the agendas for certain key hearings. Both agencies held 

back the most important POW files. Dick Cheney was the 

Pentagon chief then; Robert Gates, now the Pentagon 

chief, was the CIA director. 

Further, the committee failed to question any living 

president. Reagan declined to answer questions; the 

committee didn’t contest his refusal. Nixon was given a 

pass. George H.W. Bush, the sitting president, whose 

prints were all over this issue from his days as CIA chief 

in the 1970s, was never even approached. Troubled by 

these signs, several committee staffers began asking 

why the agencies they should be probing had been 

turned into committee partners and decision makers. 

Memos to that effect were circulated. The staff made the 

following finding, using intelligence reports marked 

“credible” that covered POW sightings through 1989: 

“There can be no doubt that POWs were alive … as late 

as 1989.” That finding was never released. Eventually, 

much of the staff was in rebellion. 

This internecine struggle continued right up to the 

committee’s last official act—the issuance of its final 

report. The Executive Summary, which comprised the 

first 43 pages, was essentially a whitewash, saying that 

only “a small number” of POWs could have been left 

behind in 1973 and that there was little likelihood that 

any prisoners could still be alive. The Washington press 

corps, judging from its coverage, seems to have read 

only this air-brushed summary, which had been closely 

controlled. 

But the rest of the 1,221-page Report on POW/MIAs was 

quite different. Sprinkled throughout are pieces of hard 

evidence that directly contradict the summary’s 

conclusions. This documentation established that a 

significant number of prisoners were left behind—and 

that top government officials knew this from the start. 

These candid findings were inserted by committee 

staffers who had unearthed the evidence and were 

determined not to allow the truth to be sugar-coated. 

If the Washington press corps did actually read the body 

of the report and then failed to report its contents, that 

would be a scandal of its own. The press would then 

have knowingly ignored the steady stream of findings in 

the body of the report that refuted the summary and 

indicated that the number of abandoned men was not 

small but considerable. The report gave no figures but 

estimates from various branches of the intelligence 

community ranged up to 600. The lowest estimate was 

150. 

Highlights of the report that undermine the benign 

conclusions of the Executive Summary: 

• Pages 207-209: These three pages contain 

revelations of what appear to be either massive 

intelligence failures or bad intentions—or both. The 

report says that until the committee brought up the 

subject in 1992, no branch of the intelligence community 

that dealt with analysis of satellite and lower-altitude 

photos had ever been informed of the specific distress 

signals U.S. personnel were trained to use in the Vietnam 

War, nor had they ever been tasked to look for any such 

signals at all from possible prisoners on the ground. 

The committee decided, however, not to seek a review of 

old photography, saying it “would cause the expenditure 

of large amounts of manpower and money with no 

expectation of success.” It might also have turned up lots 

of distress-signal numbers that nobody in the 

government was looking for from 1973 to 1991, when 

the committee opened shop. That would have made it 

impossible for the committee to write the Executive 

Summary it seemed determined to write. 

The failure gets worse. The committee also discovered 

that the DIA, which kept the lists of authenticator 

numbers for pilots and other personnel, could not 

“locate” the lists of these codes for Army, Navy, or 

Marine pilots. They had lost or destroyed the records. 

The Air Force list was the only one intact, as it had been 

preserved by a different intelligence branch. 

The report concluded, “In theory, therefore, if a POW still 

living in captivity [today], were to attempt to 

communicate by ground signal, smuggling out a note or 

by whatever means possible, and he used his personal 

authenticator number to confirm his identity, the U.S. 

government would be unable to provide such 

confirmation, if his number happened to be among those 

numbers DIA cannot locate.” 

It’s worth remembering that throughout the period when 

this intelligence disaster occurred—from the moment the 

treaty was signed in 1973 until 1991—the White House 

told the public that it had given the search for POWs and 

POW information the “highest national priority.” 

• Page 13: Even in the Executive Summary, the report 

acknowledges the existence of clear intelligence, made 

known to government officials early on, that important 

numbers of captured U.S. POWs were not on Hanoi’s 

repatriation list. After Hanoi released its list (showing 

only ten names from Laos—nine military men and one 

civilian), President Nixon sent a message on Feb. 2, 1973 

to Hanoi’s Prime Minister Pham Van Dong saying, “U.S. 
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records show there are 317 American military men 

unaccounted for in Laos and it is inconceivable that only 

ten of these men would be held prisoner in Laos.” 

Nixon was right. It was inconceivable. Then why did the 

president, less than two months later, on March 29, 

1973, announce on national television that “all of our 

American POWs are on their way home”? 

On April 13, 1973, just after all 591 men on Hanoi’s 

official list had returned to American soil, the Pentagon 

got into step with the president and announced that 

there was no evidence of any further live prisoners in 

Indochina (this is on page 248). 

• Page 91: A lengthy footnote provides more 

confirmation of the White House’s knowledge of 

abandoned POWs. The footnote reads, “In a telephone 

conversation with Select Committee Vice-Chairman Bob 

Smith on December 29, 1992, Dr. Kissinger said that he 

had informed President Nixon during the 60-day period 

after the peace agreement was signed that U.S. 

intelligence officials believed that the list of prisoners 

captured in Laos was incomplete. According to Dr. 

Kissinger, the President responded by directing that the 

exchange of prisoners on the lists go forward, but added 

that a failure to account for the additional prisoners after 

Operation Homecoming would lead to a resumption of 

bombing. Dr. Kissinger said that the President was later 

unwilling to carry through on this threat.” 

When Kissinger learned of the footnote while the final 

editing of the committee report was in progress, he and 

his lawyers lobbied fiercely through two Republican allies 

on the panel—one of them was John McCain—to get the 

footnote expunged. The effort failed. The footnote stayed 

intact. 

• Pages 85-86: The committee report quotes Kissinger 

from his memoirs, writing solely in reference to prisoners 

in Laos: “We knew of at least 80 instances in which an 

American serviceman had been captured alive and 

subsequently disappeared. The evidence consisted either 

of voice communications from the ground in advance of 

capture or photographs and names published by the 

Communists. Yet none of these men was on the list of 

POWs handed over after the Agreement.” 

Then why did he swear under oath to the committee in 

1992 that he never had any information that specific, 

named soldiers were captured alive and hadn’t been 

returned by Vietnam? 

• Page 89: In the middle of the prisoner repatriation and 

U.S. troop-withdrawal process agreed to in the treaty, 

when it became clear that Hanoi was not releasing 

everyone it held, a furious chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff, Adm. Thomas Moorer, issued an order halting the 

troop withdrawal until Hanoi complied with the 

agreement. He cited in particular the known prisoners in 

Laos. The order was retracted by President Nixon the 

next day. In 1992, Moorer, by then retired, testified 

under oath to the committee that his order had received 

the approval of the president, the national security 

adviser, and the secretary of Defense. Nixon, however, in 

a letter to the committee, wrote, “I do not recall directing 

Admiral Moorer to send this cable.” 

The report did not include the following information: 

behind closed doors, a senior intelligence officer had 

testified to the POW committee that when Moorer’s order 

was rescinded, the angry admiral sent a “back-channel” 

message to other key military commanders telling them 

that Washington was abandoning known live prisoners. 

“Nixon and Kissinger are at it again,” he wrote. “SecDef 

and SecState have been cut out of the loop.” In 1973, 

the witness was working in the office that processed this 

message. His name and his testimony are still classified. 

A source present for the testimony provided me with this 

information and also reported that in that same time 

period, Moorer had stormed into Defense Secretary 

Schlesinger’s office and, pounding on his desk, yelled: 

“The bastards have still got our men.” Schlesinger, in his 

own testimony to the committee a few months later, was 

asked about—and corroborated—this account. 

• Pages 95-96: In early April 1973, Deputy Defense 

Secretary William Clements “summoned” Dr. Roger 

Shields, then head of the Pentagon’s POW/MIA Task 

Force, to his office to work out “a new public formulation” 

of the POW issue; now that the White House had 

declared all prisoners to have been returned, a new spin 

was needed. Shields, under oath, described the meeting 

to the committee. He said Clements told him, “All the 

American POWs are dead.” Shields said he replied: “You 

can’t say that.” Clements shot back: “You didn’t hear me. 

They are all dead.” Shields testified that at that moment 

he thought he was going to be fired, but he escaped from 

his boss’s office still holding his job. 

• Pages 97-98: A couple of days later, on April 11, 

1973, a day before Shields was to hold a Pentagon press 

conference on POWs, he and Gen. Brent Scowcroft, then 

the deputy national security adviser, went to the Oval 

Office to discuss the “new public formulation” and its 

presentation with President Nixon. 

The next day, reporters right off asked Shields about 

missing POWs. Shields fudged his answers. He said, “We 

have no indications at this time that there are any 

Americans alive in Indochina.” But he went on to say that 

there had not been “a complete accounting” of those lost 

in Laos and that the Pentagon would press on to account 

for the missing—a seeming acknowledgement that some 

Americans were still alive and unaccounted for. 

The press, however, seized on Shields’s denials. One 

headline read, “POW Unit Boss: No Living GIs Left in 

Indochina.” 

• Page 97: The POW committee, knowing that Nixon 

taped all his meetings in the Oval Office, sought the tape 

of that April 11, 1973 Nixon-Shields-Scowcroft meeting 

to find out what Nixon had been told and what he had 

said about the evidence of POWs still in Indochina. The 

committee also knew there had been other White House 

meetings that centered on intelligence about live POWs. 

A footnote on page 97 states that Nixon’s lawyers said 

they would provide access to the April 11 tape “only if 

the Committee agreed not to seek any other White 
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House recordings from this time period.” The footnote 

says that the committee rejected these terms and got 

nothing. The committee never made public this request 

for Nixon tapes until the brief footnote in its 1993 report. 

McCain’s Catch-22 

None of this compelling evidence in the committee’s full 

report dislodged McCain from his contention that the 

whole POW issue was a concoction by deluded purveyors 

of a “conspiracy theory.” But an honest review of the full 

report, combined with the other documentary evidence, 

tells the story of a frustrated and angry president, and 

his national security adviser, furious at being thwarted at 

the peace table by a small, much less powerful country 

that refused to bow to Washington’s terms. That 

president seems to have swallowed hard and accepted a 

treaty that left probably hundreds of American prisoners 

in Hanoi’s hands, to be used as bargaining chips for 

reparations. 

Maybe Nixon and Kissinger told themselves that they 

could get the prisoners home after some time had 

passed. But perhaps it proved too hard to undo a lie as 

big as this one. Washington said no prisoners were left 

behind, and Hanoi swore it had returned all of them. How 

could either side later admit it had lied? Time went by 

and as neither side budged, telling the truth became 

even more difficult and remote. The public would realize 

that Washington knew of the abandoned men all along. 

The truth, after men had been languishing in foul prison 

cells, could get people impeached or thrown in jail. 

Which brings us to today, when the Republican candidate 

for president is the contemporary politician most 

responsible for keeping the truth about this matter 

hidden. Yet he says he’s the right man to be the 

commander in chief, and his credibility in making this 

claim is largely based on his image as a POW hero. 

On page 468 of the 1,221-page report, McCain parsed 

his POW position oddly,  

“We found no compelling evidence to prove that 

Americans are alive in captivity today. There is some 

evidence—though no proof—to suggest only the 

possibility that a few Americans may have been kept 

behind after the end of America’s military involvement in 

Vietnam.” 

John McCain, “Presidential” Candidate currently living in 

6 multimillion dollar mansions at state expense. 

War Monger of Benjamin Netanyahu Israel 

“Evidence though no proof.” Clearly, no one could meet 

McCain’s standard of proof as long as he is leading a 

government crusade to keep the truth buried. 

To this reporter, this sounds like a significant story and a 

long overdue opportunity for the press to finally dig into 

the archives to set the historical record straight—and 

even pose some direct questions to the candidate.  

*************** 

Sydney Schanberg has been a journalist for nearly 50 

years. The 1984 movie “The Killing Fields,” which won 

several Academy Awards, was based on his book The 

Death and Life of Dith Pran. In 1975, Schanberg was 

awarded the Pulitzer Prize for international reporting “at 

great risk.” He is also the recipient of two George Polk 

awards, two Overseas Press Club awards, and the Sigma 

Delta Chi prize for distinguished journalism.  

His latest book is Beyond the Killing Fields 

www.beyondthekillingfields.com. 

_________________________________________  

... and, again, a picture gallery 

 – walking through the physical evidence...  

 
 

 

http://www.beyondthekillingfields.com/
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Auschwitz ‘Bookkeeper’ Gets Jewish Justice 

By Brother Nathanael July 19, 2015 @ 2:34 pm

 
They finally got their man. Now 94-year-old Oskar 
Gröning gets a taste of Jewish ‘justice.’  No matter how 
petty and misplaced, the Jewish thirst for vengeance 
knows no bounds. What’s next for the Shoah Business 
Machine once they run out of old men to jail? They’ll be 
digging up German corpses and throwing them in jail. 
[Clip: “A former Auschwitz guard was convicted on 

300,000 counts of accessory to murder on Wednesday. 
The state court in the northern German city of Lüneburg 
gave 94-year-old Oskar Gröning a four year sentence. 
During his trial, Gröning testified that he guarded 
prisoners’ baggage after they arrived at Auschwitz and 

collected money stolen from them. Prosecutors said that 
it amounted to helping the death camp function. The 
charges against Gröning related to a period between May 
and July 1944 when hundreds of thousands of Jews from 
Hungary were brought to the Auschwitz-Birkenau 
complex in Nazi-occupied Poland. Most were immediately 
gassed to death.”] 

No way. Not a single gas chamber has been proven to 

have existed at Auschwitz, or at any of the work camps. 
Maybe a few cans of Zyklon B, but no gas chambers. 
Even presumed devices for the infusion of Zyklon B have 

never been found. He’s dubbed the ‘bookkeeper of 
Auschwitz,’ yet Gröning’s only crime was checking in 
clothes and money of Jews before being ‘hauled off to 
those gas chambers’ by the ‘hundreds of thousands.’ 
Chambers or not, no matter. It’s all about Jewish 
‘justice.’ 
[Clip: “After so many years what should one expect? The 
only thing I want is justice. Nothing else.”] 

How about hard evidence that ‘mass murders’ even took 
place? Naah. Don’t confuse Jews with facts. Instead, the 
fairy tales live on. 

http://www.realjewnews.com/
http://www.realjewnews.com/?p=1045#comment-1745162
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[Clip: “I saw 25 to 3,000 people going on the gas 
chamber, and uh, they closed the doors, and ah, then I 
knew the SS threw the Zyklon-B from above. After 15-20 
minutes they open up the thing, the first thing I see, I 
saw the people I saw 15 minutes before alive. I saw the 
mothers with their children standing up before – Of 
course the gas chamber will, will take maybe 500 people, 
used to make 2500 people. Everyone standing up. There 
was no room for anything else but standing up. And when 
you see that, and some are black and blues from the 
gas.”] 

The only ones “black and blue” are those swallowing this 

crap. Anyone who dies from cyanide poisoning from 
alleged Zyklon B turns cherry red, NOT black and blue. 
The crap piles higher.  
[Clip: “Well, the first thing they did was they give us a 
pair of scissors to start cutting the hair. Well, where do 
you go? You start the…I have to put my, my foot on top 
of somebody’s stomach.”] 

I thought they were all ’standing up’ due to no room. But 
BS and bunk have lots of room to sprawl. 
[Clip: “When they would open the doors of the gas 

chamber, whose job was it to take the bodies out?” “Well, 
they, they, they give us some, um, canes. You reverse the 
cane and put it in their (motions neck) and you drag them 
out. Because when the gas they get very, very tight, and 
it takes a long – a lot of force to be able to drag the 

bodies from the gas chambers, you know, to put it in the 
elevator going on the second floor.”] 

Mucho force. More force than Gabbai’s got to drag some 
3000 bodies with a cane and hauling them all into an 

elevator. With Jews gassed around the clock, how did he 

drag out all those bodies with a “cane” so fast? It’s the 
BIG lie. Don’t you dare say it ain’t true. 
And poor Oskar. Here’s how they nailed him. [Clip] 
http://www.nytimes.com/video/world/europe/1000000
03801157/lawyer-hails-landmark-auschwitz-
ruling.html?partner=rss&emc=rss 
[Clip: “What’s decisive about the verdict is his central 
testimony and I will repeat it: ‘Auschwitz as a whole was 
a murder machinery.’ That’s the decisive factor about this 
verdict.”] 

Really now. The testimony of a 94-year-old man, 
apparently pressed by his lawyer to admit “moral guilt”—

and thus concede a “murder machine” for his plea to be 
credible—is certainly not decisive.What about Israel’s 
“murder machine?” Should our Jewish-bought 
Congressmen be hauled off to jail for participating in the 
murders of myriads of innocent Palestinians? We’ve got 

lots of hard facts about that. But justice is for Jews only. 

And that’s the real crime of it all. 
http://www.realjewnews.com/?p=1045  

____________________________________________  

Anti-Semitism and the Future of Europe 

By Robin Sclafani, Director CEJI-A Jewish Contribution to an Inclusive Europe 
May 26, 2014 

This weekend in the heart of Europe has been a stark and 
symbolic reminder of what is at stake for the future of 
social cohesion in this grand and visionary project of the 
European Union. 
On the eve of European and Belgian elections, a gunman 
opened fire in the Jewish Museum of Brussels, killing 4 
people. It is probably the worst incident of anti-semitic 
hate crime seen in Belgium since WWII.  

The European Union was born in the aftermath of World 
War II and the Holocaust with the purpose of sustaining 
peaceful relations in a land which had been twice torn 

apart by war in the first half of the 20th century. There 
was a general shock in the self-realisation of how much 
anti-semitic complicity enabled Hitler to enact his 
genocidal mission against the Jewish people, with Roma, 
homosexuals, disabled people also victims in his crusade. 
Remorse was translated into a sense of political and 

public responsibility.  
Yet this weekend’s European Parliament elections saw 77 
new MEPs from xenophobic parties, up 50% from five 
years ago. This does not bode well for the future of 
Europe. 
The European Union is rooted in the value of respect for 

diversity. It seems that the foundation of Europe is 

currently undergoing some kind of earthquake, with this 
weekend’s anti-semitic attacks providing the exclamation 
mark on the election results.  
What is most despairing, however, is that it is not a total 
surprise in the EU capital given the many recent 
indicators of a hostile climate for Jews in Belgium. Just 
this month on May 4th, a gathering of 500 anti-semitic 

politicians and public figures (including the infamous 

French comedian Dieudonne) took place in Brussels, 
called the “First European Conference of Dissidence”.  
It is good to hear the Belgian politicians sharing their 
outrage at this Saturday’s attack. CEJI’s Director Robin 

Sclafani says, ”I hope they can finally hear the alarm this 
time for what is a wake-up call that has been snoozed 

too many times already.”  
CEJI urges our Belgian and European political 
representatives to implement the following measures: 
Adequate European wide security measures for 

vulnerable Jewish institutions and buildings. This need is 
more pressing than ever and it is a responsibility of the 
state to keep its people safe.  
Comprehensive hate crime monitoring which is a crucial 
part of the process of understanding, preventing and 
responding to anti-semitism and other forms of bias 
motivated violence.  

Obligatory educational curriculum against anti-Semitism, 
racism and all forms of hatred which is absolutely 
essential to give room to the many cultures and religions 
in Europe.  
About CEJI: 
CEJI – A Jewish Contribution to an Inclusive Europe 
stands with individuals and organisations of all religions, 
cultures and backgrounds to promote a diverse and 
inclusive Europe. Through the programme, Facing Facts!, 
CEJI trains civil society organisations how to monitor 
hate crimes in order to advocate for effective prevention 
and intervention measures. CEJI works to combat 
prejudice and discrimination and to promote social 
cohesion through training and education, dialogue 

initiatives and advocacy at a European level. 
http://www.ceji.org/content/anti-semitism-and-future-
europe

__________________________________________________ 
Iran – the land where some 700 souls were executed last year  

It's not surprising that hanging and beheading have become  
a grim feature of 'justice' in the Muslim world

http://www.nytimes.com/video/world/europe/100000003801157/lawyer-hails-landmark-auschwitz-ruling.html?partner=rss&emc=rss
http://www.nytimes.com/video/world/europe/100000003801157/lawyer-hails-landmark-auschwitz-ruling.html?partner=rss&emc=rss
http://www.nytimes.com/video/world/europe/100000003801157/lawyer-hails-landmark-auschwitz-ruling.html?partner=rss&emc=rss
http://www.realjewnews.com/?p=1045
http://www.ceji.org/content/anti-semitism-and-future-europe
http://www.ceji.org/content/anti-semitism-and-future-europe
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Robert Fisk 

Thursday 23 July 2015 

The gallows stain Iran far more than the centrifuge. You 
can negotiate over a nuclear facility. You can’t reboot 
death. I’ve argued about this with an Iranian ambassador 
who is – or was – a friend of mine. How can Iran hang a 
woman when the world pleads for her life? Was it not for 

God to make decisions over life or death? There had to 
be temporal judgments, I was told. There had to be law. 
The laws of Islam, of course. 

 
I once even raised this question with Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad, Iran’s demented then President, just after 
his re-election. In 2009, Delara Darabi – who was only 

23 – was dragged to the gallows, screaming to her 
mother on her mobile phone: “Oh mother, I can see the 
hangman’s nose in front of me. They are going to 

execute me. Please save me.” Delara had falsely 
confessed to killing her father’s cousin to save her 
boyfriend from the hangman. As the poor girl was strung 
up, her male executioner grabbed her phone and sneered 
to her mother that nothing could save her daughter now. 
Could Ahmadinejad promise that this atrocity would 
never happen again, I asked the crackpot leader of Iran? 

 
Three Iranian drug traffickers hang limply from the 
nooses as it snows in a square in the central city of Qom 
(AFP)  

Some hope. He was against capital punishment, he said. 
But the Iranian judiciary was “independent” of the 

government. “I do not want to kill even an ant,” he 
announced to me. He did nothing, of course. And so 
almost 700 human beings have been dragged to the 
gibbet so far this year. Most, to be sure, are drug 

dealers. But their trials are shambolic and the executions 
contaminate the Islamic Republic as surely as they 

besmirch the authority of Hassan Rouhani, the man we 
are now enjoined to trust after the Tehran-Washington 

nuclear agreement. 
Read more: Iran seems to see the hangman as a panacea 

Q&A: How Iran went from axis of evil to potential partner 

for peace 

Robert Fisk: The US has taken Iran's side – to the fury of 

Israel and Saudi Arabia 

The judicial system in Iran, however, is supposed to 
protect the regime. Thus it could hang the poet and Arab 
Iranian activist Hashem Shaabani just after Rouhani was 
elected President. And so it’s easy for the same judicial 
system to deal with the frightening rise in drug dealing 

and drug-related crime – which should not exist in an 
Islamic Republic – by executing drug dealers by the 
dozen. Can we object? 

 
Iran's President Hassan Rouhani 

Well, there was a time – when it was politically expedient 
to do so – when the Americans themselves chided Iran 
for allowing drugs to flow through its borders to the 
West. And the Muslim world is scarcely going to 

complain. Saudi Arabia, much as it may fear and loathe 
Iran, chops off the heads of drug carriers or dealers with 

abandon. 
The Saudis, who allowed their executioners to slice off 
the head of a Bangladeshi woman who was screaming 
her innocence of a murder conviction, are in no position 
to lecture the Iranians on their judicial crimes. Didn’t Isis 
take its Wahabi punishments from the same fount of 
Salafist wisdom as the Saudis? 

I suppose we can be grateful that Iran has not regressed 
to the political bloodbath of 1988, when 4,000 of its state 
enemies were mass-hanged on gallows on the orders of 
Ayatollah Khomeini. But it’s not surprising that hanging 
and beheading have become a grim feature of “justice” in 
the Muslim world. As opposed to our own Western 
humanity, of course: we can kill thousands without a trial 

– and then claim our innocence because the damage to 
their shredded bodies is merely “collateral”. 
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/robert-fisk-iran--
wheresome700soulswereexecutedlastyear10411901.html  

*** 
[AI comment: Had Robert Fisk not added the final 
paragraph, then he would have fallen into the trap of 
becoming an unbalanced writer, a hypocrite. His ad 
hominem attack on Dr Mahmoud Ahamadinejad is quite 
unnecessary and worrying because it smacks of Fisk 
attempting to ingratiate himself with the Holocaust lobby. 
The former president was anything but “demented” 
because he refused to bend to the Holocaust lobby, which 
western leaders didn’t have the moral or intellectual 
courage to do! 
In Iran there is still such a thing as public morality. In 
contrast, the western democracies permit individuals to 

http://www.independent.co.uk/biography/robert-fisk
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/iran-nuclear-deal-live-reached-in-vienna-talks-could-allow-un-inspectors-into-facilities-10386739.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/iran-nuclear-deal-live-reached-in-vienna-talks-could-allow-un-inspectors-into-facilities-10386739.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/iran-executions-unprecedented-spike-in-the-number-of-iranians-put-to-death-sees-tehran-face-renewed-calls-to-address-human-rights-abuses-10411908.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/iran-nuclear-deal-qa-how-iran-went-from-the-axisofevil-to-a-potential-partner-for-peace-in-the-middle-east-10388257.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/iran-nuclear-deal-qa-how-iran-went-from-the-axisofevil-to-a-potential-partner-for-peace-in-the-middle-east-10388257.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/iran-nuclear-deal-however-the-great-and-good-represent-it-america-has-now-taken-the-shia-side-in-the-middle-easts-sectarian-war-10388940.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/iran-nuclear-deal-however-the-great-and-good-represent-it-america-has-now-taken-the-shia-side-in-the-middle-easts-sectarian-war-10388940.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/robert-fisk-iran--wheresome700soulswereexecutedlastyear10411901.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/robert-fisk-iran--wheresome700soulswereexecutedlastyear10411901.html
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self-destruct, and the suicide rate among the young is a 
worrying indicator of our public health. Then, also woe be 
to those who dare question the taboo topics, such as 
Holocaust-Shoah, usury, et al. Think of Horst Mahler and 

Walter Fröhlich and others who have been legally 
terminated – undeclared non-persons. 
The following articles illuminate the conceptual prison 
that enslaves the materialistic-hedonistic western world. 

_____________________________________________   

 

Romania Bans Holocaust Denial, Fascist Symbols 
Romania bans Holocaust denial, fascist symbols with prison sentences of up to 3 years 

BUCHAREST, Romania  

Romania's president has signed into law legislation that 

punishes Holocaust denial and the promotion of the 

fascist Legionnaires' Movement with prison sentences of 

up to three years. 

President Klaus Iohannis signed the amendments to 

existing legislation, approved by Parliament last month, 

on Wednesday. 

The legislation also bans fascist, racist or xenophobic 

organizations and symbols, and promoting people guilty 

of crimes against humanity by up to three years in 

prison. 

Holocaust denial refers to refuting Romania's role in 

exterminating Jews and Roma between 1940 and 1944. 

About 280,000 Jews and 11,000 Roma, or Gypsies, were 

killed during the pro-fascist regime of dictator Marshal 

Ion Antonescu. 

Romania has a few right-wing fringe groups such as 

Noua Dreapta, or New Right, which could be affected by 

the new law. Noua Dreapta's followers are anti-gay, 

closely adhere to the Romanian Orthodox Church and 

support Corneliu Zelea Codreanu, the leader of the 1930s 

ultra-nationalist Iron Guard movement, which was active 

in Romania from 1927 to 1941. 

Copyright 2015 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. 

This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten, 

or redistributed. 

Copyright © 2015 ABC News Internet Ventures- The 

Associated Press 

http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/romani

a-bans-holocaust-denial-fascist-symbols-32615795 

_______________________________________  

http://www.deliberation.info/ comments on matters Middle East 
Mark’s comments on World Jewry Uneasy with 
Israel offer, as I see it, a perfect summary of the 
principles of operation of global Jewish Power (JP), that 
can be stated as follows: 

1. In order to continue to ride roughshod the 7 billion 
Goyim it is imperative for JP to maintain in best shape 
the chain around their necks that performs the 
chokehold, not only financial, economical and political 

but, most importantly, mental. 
2. The chain is made up, not by the Israeli Jews but by 
the “diaspora” Jews and its strength resides, not in any of 
the individual links, but in the strength of the chain as a 
whole: the tribal solidarity that ensures support of the 
Israel Project and any other Jewish power interests. The 
chain is carefully and constantly checked to prevent 

deterioration. 
I could not agree more. The intrinsic quality of the 
individual links does not matter in the least as long as 
they are reliable stress points in the chain. A look at the 
Jews in high positions of power in the US and Europe 

abundantly confirms this. 

They are not the awesome “Jewish intellectual elite” 
(whose alleged brilliance Gilad Atzmon explains 
“scientifically” with his theory of the ‘clever eugenic 
methods’ used by the shtetl denizens in 19th century 
Europe). They are in fact utter intellectual mediocrities. 
Look at the Jews on the Supreme Court (Ruth Beta 
Ginsberg? Elena Kagan? Please!) or at the Federal 

Reserve Board (Janet Yellen? Please!). Look at the 
current intellectual landscape in France to see who 
passes for a philosopher nowadays in the land of Pascal, 
Diderot, Fermat, Descartes, Voltaire, Montaigne and 
others: Jews Alain Finkielkraut and Bernard-Henri Levy! 
France weeps in shame.  
If indeed, as Atzmon insists, by marrying their daughters 

to the most brilliant boys in the yeshiva (note: brilliance 

in this case is defined as davening while reciting 
prolifically memorized bits of the Torah and the Talmud) 
the rich shtetl Jews created an “intellectual elite,” why 
did their progeny illustrate themselves by nothing other 

than faithful obedience of JP? Why are they so abysmally 

mediocre intellectually? (Note to self: the Jewish 
Nobelists deserve an article all by themselves.) Or 
perhaps the phrase “Jewish intellectual elite” is only 
meant to be used as an ironic oxymoron, like “Jewish 
Probity,” “Jewish Honesty”? 
The key to the successful implementation of JP’s 

objectives, including that of Project Israel has been not 
the marriage of money with brains, per Atzmon, but of 
money with the bold (if covert) long-term actions of a 
disciplined army of fanatical devotees to the tribe 
worldwide and to its Judaic tenets: the sayanim. 
3. Israel has been a difficult project lately for JP. Initially 
created by JP as its Golem made from the clay of the 

stolen land of Palestine, it was activated and controlled 
to give the Jewry a sense of nationhood, a banner to 

rally around, and a reminder to keep the wagons circled 
around the Tribe. As such, the Golem called Israel 
performed well for decades. It houses the most 
important Jewish altar –- Yad Vashem — which is not 
only worshipped by all Jews but is also the place for all 

Shabbat Goy “dignitaries” to perform obeisance rituals. 
Notably, Golem Israel works as a permanent prod to the 
sayanim to spare no effort in their tribal tasks of support 
of Israel’s “right to exist.” First under Sharon and even 
more blatantly now under Netanyahu, the Golem started 
seeing itself as, if not independent of JP, at least a 

partner in decision making having to do with strategy 
and image projection. It has been acting out…. 
While being a Jew means never having to say you are 
sorry or engaging in delayed gratification, JP has global 
agendas that do not welcome the light Israel defiantly 

http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/romania-bans-holocaust-denial-fascist-symbols-32615795
http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/romania-bans-holocaust-denial-fascist-symbols-32615795
http://www.deliberation.info/
https://theuglytruth.wordpress.com/2015/07/23/world-jewry-ever-more-uneasy-with-israel-major-study-finds/
https://theuglytruth.wordpress.com/2015/07/23/world-jewry-ever-more-uneasy-with-israel-major-study-finds/
http://en.metapedia.org/wiki/Sayanim
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Golem
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basks in and, by association, draws attention to Jewish 
misdeeds worldwide, including the hijacking of power in 

the western world. It wants Israel to be mindful of PR. 
Israel and the Holocaust™ are two inextricably linked 
pillars of the sayanim’s Jewish identity. Israel cannot be 

discarded by JP easily. 
The Rothschilds built the Israeli Supreme Court (under 
curious conditions) but they are never going to move to 
Israel and await the birth of the red heifer. They do their 

davening in front of their safe deposit boxes. At the apex 
of JP, they are deeply Judaic in ideology and ethos, but 
the New World Order they are building is all about money 
and power, for which Israel is more of a means than an 
end. Yet without Israel even the Holocaust™ loses its 
shine and the Jewish herd starts losing its “solidarity.” It 
is the JP’s conundrum. 

Back in 2012 I was pondering the same question: 
Israel — Bane and Boon for the Jewish Power? 
There is a lot of talk about Israel as the State for Jews 
being bad for Jews worldwide, engendering increasing 
anti-Israel as well as anti-Jewish sentiment, but I submit 

that it is primarily bad for Jewish Power, the so-called 

Zionist Power Configuration (ZPC), insofar as it throws an 
unwelcome spotlight on it. There have always been 
subscribers to the Protocols but until relatively recently 
they have been easily dismissed if not ostracized as anti-
semitic conspiracy theorists, and Jews have managed to 
restrict the gentile book-keeping of influential Jews to 
counting the Jews on the Nobel Prize winners list. 

Israel’s treatment of the Palestinians whose land they 
took over has been beyond despicable from the very 
beginnings of the state yet a well-organized hasbara has 
managed to inculcate into the minds of the Western 
Goyim the dichotomy: Palestinians/Arabs/Muslims = 
terrorists vs Israeli Jews = peace-loving, long-suffering 
victims. Not so anymore. Israel is no longer seen as even 

a “legitimate” state but a rogue nuclear power, a racist, 

expansionist war criminal and war monger. Of more 
concern, in attracting scrutiny of its successful flouting of 
international laws, it has led to an examination of what 
exactly allows it to act with complete impunity. It has 
exposed the lines of power that move the governments 

of the major world powers, like puppets on a string, to 
act as its enablers, indeed as its agents. The lines are 
now seen by more people than ever before to lead to the 
jewish lobbies, to the ZPC, which does not reside in 
Israel, but permeates the power centers of the US and 
the UK, and not only. 
The ZPC needs Israel, the flag under which the sayanim 

can be rallied to march in lockstep (notwithstanding the 
minor kvetchings that serve to depict “plurality” and 
“diversity” of Jewish opinion) and to do its work in the 

“diaspora.” Without Israel the very useful concept of 
“diaspora” could not exist and the Jews might take it into 
their heads that they are nationals and citizens of their 
own countries first, foremost and last. Israel is a boon for 

the ZPC. 
But what kind of Israel would serve the ZPC best? 
Definitely not the one in existence. The Palestinian 
“problem” has not only refused to go away in more than 
six decades, it has in fact grown due to Israel’s egregious 
actions (and its lack of action) into an impossible to hide 

or paper over hideous contradiction of Israel’s hasbara 
posters of itself. More and more people, organizations 
and governments worldwide are reacting to the reality 

staring them in the face, and concerted Jewish blackmail 
or cajoling is not making them back down any more. 

Israel is a bane to the ZPC. 
These facts are recognized by the likes of big ZPC 
movers and shakers like Soros and by new Jewish 

organizations like J Street, who seek to address them, 
while the old guard — AIPAC, ADL and its dershes refuse 
to do so, not only because they think it can still be all 
made to go away with the old “Anti-semitism!” cudgel, 

but also because, on a personal level, they fear the new 
gang would eventually make them unclasp their paws 
from the high branch on which they have been perched 
for so long. 
The ZPC needs an Israel it can both wave to the sayanim 
as the heart-touching symbol, the call to arms, the 
reproach, the unity symbol, the house that Yad Vashem 

built, as well as a world-wide sellable story of the success 
of Jews–a nation like any other (just a little bit more 
so…), peace-loving (say Shalom loudly and say it often), 
long-suffering, democratic, moral and just. 
If that is what the ZPC needs then they must think that 

Israel is run by complete idiots. Their idiots but 

catastrophic idiots nonetheless. Their inability to solve 
the Palestine problem in the simplest and most 
advantageous way is proof of it. 
What would happen if Israel became one state legally, 
not just militarily and, where it really counts, de facto, as 
it is now, and if the Palestinian refugees who wished to 
return would be allowed to do so? The Jews may become 

a minority in Israel. So? Is it a problem for the ZPC and 
indeed for jews in the US and the UK that they are a tiny 
minority there? Why would it be a problem in Israel? The 
“demographic bomb” nonsense ignores the reality of 
Jewish Power. Were Jews to become a minority in a 
putative Palestine-Israel state, their status might well 
emerge elevated for all practical and political purposes. 

They would become the minority to watch out for and 

protect like nobody’s business. What’s not to like in this? 
Attractions for the Israeli Jews in the new Formerly 
Known as Israel (FKI) state: they can have a Jewish 
Lobby there, and an ADL too! Jewish historians will be 
busy writing a Revised Revisionist history, recounting 

their ethnic cleansing in the FKI state during which, say, 
600,000 Jews disappeared. They can have it all, the 
same, yet new and cleaned up. 
Most of all, the highly inconvenient spotlight on the 
Jewish Power worldwide could be turned off and 
everything would be business as usual again quietly. 
Critics of the ZPC, of any and all its aspects, from the 

international banking to the media ownership and the 
political levers of power in the governments of the major 
powers will more easily be made into crass “anti-

semites” again. 
Israel could stop being a bane for the ZPC if only the ZPC 
“deciders” were really as smart as they are supposed to 
be, according to the ethnic hype. This is just a Goyische 

opinion but it is offered freely to zionist plagiarists. 

_______________________________ 
Conclusion: 

Israel’s incestuous relationship with its parent — Jewish 
Power — is currently characterized by (please pardon my 
vulgar language) dyspareunia. It remains to be seen how 
they solve it. 
https://theuglytruth.wordpress.com/2015/07/23/israel-

and-jewish-power/  

_________________________________________  
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