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David Irving's famous bestseller: Apocalypse 1945, The Destruction of Dresden
http://www.fpp.co.uk/books/Dresden/
	AS A PERMANENT memorial to his oldest daughter Josephine (1963-1999), David Irving invites you to accept this Free Download of his biography of Hitler's propaganda minister Dr Joseph Goebbels, the first work to be based on the long-lost diaries of the minister which Mr Irving retrieved from the former KGB archives in Moscow.

	

David Irving's famous biography: Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich 



http://www.fpp.co.uk/books/Goebbels/
	A Note on the Internet Edition.  This biography went through half a dozen drafts between the handwritten original and the printed book. The final typescript was completed on Sept. 7, 1994, and submitted to St Martins Press (SMP) that winter. That is the full-length text reproduced here. 

After the contract was signed, the biography went through the normal editing processes, being appraised, according to SMP's editor Thomas Dunne, by seven different editors. 

At SMP's suggestion the earlier chapters were substantially cut back in editing. In Feb. 1996 the "Anti-Defamation League of the B'nai Brith," a New York based Jewish body, began agitating against SMP and Doubleday Inc., who had announced this work as their History Book Club selection for May 1996. The publishers initially announced that they would not surrender to the ADL intimidation, but on Apr. 6, 1996 they did just that. The book never appeared in the United States. [Click for more detail]. 

This Internet edition is the gift of the author and his publishing imprint Focal Point to the academic and student world. We ask only that the intellectual and copyrights be respected. 

	



Illustration from the book. Magda Goebbels' lover Haim Arlosoroff became a leading Zionist, was assassinated in Palestine in 1933 (a fascinating new website dossier)
	


The International Campaign for Real History 
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Italian edition 
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The 1990 American edition (Avon books):
Puzzle question: what is wrong with the jacket picture? A.: his hair is the wrong way round, bu the swastika is not. 

  




  

The writing of Hitler's War: In a rather rude letter, David Irving explains to his publisher, May 1968 
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The 1991 Focal Point edition is now out of print; copies sell for $500 and $1000 each on Amazon.com
	"It is a book I have always admired"
-- Prof Gordon A Craig, August 2002 
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THE UPDATED MILLENNIUM EDITION OF
David Irving's famous bestseller: 

Hitler's War
Top of Form
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Download HITLER'S WAR free and the tools you may need


Bottom of Form

The whole 1,024-page book including annotations and index, is one Adobe PDF file (3.4 MB); there is also a fuller edition, with 60 in-text diagrams and pictures (4 MB) - but NOT the 32-page colour photo section.
THIS book was first published in 1977 (US: The Viking Press, Inc., and UK: Hodder & Stoughton Ltd). Both Internet versions are PDF files and need Acrobat Reader. to read them. You will need StuffIt Expander to decompress the downloaded file. (Use the pulldown menu above). These files are all copyright works, and it is strictly prohibited to make any commercial use of them other than for personal research or leisure reading. (Note: Your server may not permit downloads of large files.)


http://www.fpp.co.uk/books/Hitler/
David Irving's important history: Nuremberg, the Last Battle
http://www.fpp.co.uk/books/Nuremberg/

http://www.fpp.co.uk/textindex.html
Irving, David: and Bundesarchiv...
David Irving's Relations with the German Federal Archives
Index
· September 7, 1979: BA thanks David Irving for latest addition to his WWII Collection in the archives 

· Bundesarchiv asks Pleyer July 27, 1986 to let them have Hoess memoirs with marginalia by Adolf Eichmann 

· July 19, 1993: David Irving reports in a circular letter that the BA has expelled him, and he is withdrawing his WWII Collection from the archives 

· June 3, 2002: Bundesarchiv, in its fiftieth anniversary Press Release, smears David Irving

Irving, David: Auschwitz bans...
	Posted Thursday, July 23, 1998
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BBC Television Banned from Bringing David Irving to Nazi Site at Auschwitz
Click for Mr Irving's Press Release 
For Immediate Release 

12:00 midday EST, July 23, 1998 

[click picture for higher resolution pic, jpeg, 144 KB] 

  

BBC TEAM and BRITISH HISTORIAN DAVID IRVING BANNED FROM AUSCHWITZ +++ 
THE AUSCHWITZ state museum authorities have banned the BBC from filming British historian David Irving at the historic site. They have also banned him from researching in their archives. The BBC had scheduled documentary filming with him at the former Nazi concentration camp in Poland next month. No reason was given for this unprecedented ban. 
"What are they fearful of?" asks Mr Irving. "It shows a grave insecurity, a lack of historical detachment. It's like the suspect saying: We don't mind investigators -- just don't let in Lieutenant Columbo!"
Mr Irving is well known as a ruthless exposer of frauds. In 1975 he exposed the "Admiral Wilhelm Canaris" diaries offered to Williams Collins publishers Ltd as fakes. At the famous press conference held by Stern magazine in Hamburg in April 1983 he denounced the "Hitler Diaries" for which they had paid $5,000,000 as fakes (the furious magazine editors had him evicted from the conference). 
In a letter to Mr Irving's office received in London on Tuesday the Auschwitz deputy director Krystyna Olesky has stated: 
"Permission will not be given for you to have any access to the Museum including the photographic and document archives. The BBC have been advised of the position."
BBC producer Nicholas Fraser has been preparing the filming since last autumn. Arrangements had been made to fly Mr Irving to the site for two days' filming on August 18. Mr Irving had asked the museum and archive authorities for permission to research in their extensive holdings of blueprints and pictures. He has expressed criticism of the cosmetic refurbishing going on at the site.
[SOME BACKGROUND: Mr Irving's biographies of Adolf Hitler (Hitler's War) and the Nazi propaganda minister Dr Joseph Goebbels have recently figured on Polish best-seller lists, and there is competition among respected Polish publishers for his works. In England his books were published by Macmillan Ltd. But he has come under increasing attack. In 1992 there was controversy when Mr Irving was the first historian to exploit in formerly secret Moscow archives the Goebbels diaries seized by the Red Army in Berlin in 1945. Under pressure from the Anti-Defamation League (ADL) New York publishers St Martin's Press and Doubleday abandoned production of this book at the last moment in 1996. Under pressure from local organisations the governments of Australia, New Zealand, South Africa, and Canada had barred his entry.]
He recently wrote a highly critical letter to Professor Jan Van Pelt, Dutch architectural historian and author of the authoritative work Auschwitz from 1270 to the Present. (Pelt has declined to reply). Mr Irving first aroused the anger of the Polish museum authorities by dismissing the gas chamber building which they have shown to tourists for years as a clumsy post-war communist fake. Van Pelt determined in his book that this was in fact true. Mrs Olesky herself recently admitted (to a journalist on Paris news magazine L'Express, Jan. 26, 1995) that the building was in fact erected in 1948. Tourists are still not advised of the deception.
Index to related Documents:-
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/BBCtoIrv201097.html" October 20, 1997: The BBC invited David Irving to assist with a television documentary on the suppression of free speech in Europe
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" October 22 and November 1, 1997: Mr Irving agrees to assist
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/Legal/BBC/Storyville020198.html" January 2, 31, 1998: Mr Irving asks BBC for Progress Report, suggests other names
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC140298.html" February 1998: more preparations. Arrest of a German Latin professor
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/BBCtoIrv190698.html" June 18: BBC suggests filming mid August; Mr Irving will stay on in archives
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoAuschwMus200698.html" June 20, 1998: Mr Irving writes to the Auschwitz archives [German | and English]
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/AuschwMustoIrv150798.html" July 15, 1997: Auschwitz State Museum writes to Mr Irving they will not Allow any Visit by them to the site
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/IrvtoBBC221097.html" 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/online/98/07/articles/Ban/BBCtoIrv200798.html" July 20, 1997: Auschwitz State Museum informs BBC and Mr Irving they will not Allow any Visit by them to the site 





Irving, David: books reviewed...
Some newspaper and other reviews of David Irving's books
 
· Adrnas Mink reviews Uprising for The Hungarian., winter 2000, and reveals the internal dispute over whether the government should aid Mr Irving or not | Early Uprising reviews 

· Lists of and Extracts from British and US reviews of David Irving's best-selling Rommel biography, The Trail of the Fox 

· Der Spiegel editorial, quoting Professor Hans Mommsen's praise for David Irving's Rommel biography in German 

· John Lukacs finds nasty, petulant things to say about David Irving's 1981 book The War Between the Generals 

· New York Times reviewer Drew Middleton (1981) thinks that David Irving in The War Between the Generals, reduced the greatest campaign of World War II to the level of latrine gossip 

· New York Times reviewer Prof Peter Hoffmann says richly documented biography of Hermann Göring is one in a series by one of the most successful researchers on Nazi Germany 

International Campaign for Real History 

	
David Irving - "The War Between the Generals"
Top of Form

Quick navigation[image: image17] [image: image18.wmf]

Take me to ...


Bottom of Form

  

[image: image19]
April 16, 1981 
  

Books Of The Times 

  

Date: May 28, 1989, Sunday, Late City Final Edition Section 7; Page 21, Column 1; Book Review Desk Byline: Lead: 

HITLER'S GOOD RIGHT ARM
Göring. A Biography. By David Irving. Illustrated. 573 pp. New York: William Morrow & Company. $22.95. Text:
By PETER HOFFMANN
Peter Hoffmann's most recent book is "German Resistance to Hitler."

DAVID IRVING's detailed and richly documented biography of Hermann Göring is one in a series of deliberately controversial works by one of the most successful researchers on Nazi Germany. Göring was born in Bavaria in 1893, the son of the governor of German South-West Africa (Namibia). He grew up in a castle near Nuremberg and in a suburb of Berlin, was educated in the elite officer cadet schools at Karlsruhe and Berlin-Lichterfelde, became a highly decorated fighter pilot in World War I and at its end was for a short time commander of the Richthofen wing. 
After 1918 he worked in Danish and Swedish aviation enterprises, and he had a long affair with a Swedish countess, whom he married after her divorce. In 1922 he joined Hitler's Nazi Party and became leader of the SA (storm troopers). He took part in Hitler's abortive 1923 Putsch and fled to Austria, then to Italy and Sweden. In 1928 he returned to Germany and was elected a Nazi Reichstag deputy. In 1932, as chairman of the strongest faction, he became Speaker of the Reichstag. 

With Hitler's appointment as Reich Chancellor in 1933, Göring became Prussian Minister of the Interior, with full authority over the regular and secret state police forces; he was thus a key figure in the usurpation-and-consolidation phase of Hitler's dictatorship. By April 1933 he was also Prussian Minister-President, the founder of concentration camps and Air Transport Minister. In July he added the post of Reich Minister of Forestry; in 1934 he was named Hitler's successor as Fuhrer, Chancellor and President of Germany; in 1935 he became Commander in Chief of the air force, in 1936 Plenipotentiary General for the Four-Year Plan, in 1938 a field marshal and in 1940 Reich Marshal, the highest-ranking military officer in the world. 

Göring's air force had spectacular successes in Belgium, the Netherlands and France at the beginning of World War II, but in the long term it proved to be mismanaged and outclassed by the British and American forces. Göring's Government enterprises in the economic sphere were partial successes at best, while his private fortune flourished through bribery and shameless grabbing on a huge scale. Bursts of energy alternated in Göring's life with long bouts of lethargy and dereliction of duty. He preferred generally to devote his time to the unimpeded enjoyment of luxurious living on an Oriental scale, to the quasi-legal and illegal acquisition of a gigantic collection of art objects, to the stag hunt in East Prussia, and to donning fantastic white uniforms and huge jeweled rings, all topped off with elaborate makeup. In the interest of protecting his life style, and in aid of Hitler's designs on Eastern Europe, Göring made some efforts to prevent and later to contain the war. 

War, according to Mr. Irving, bored Göring, except insofar as it offered him money and treasures or new offices and titles. But he had no qualms about committing murder on any scale, as when he managed the mass executions of SA leaders and other former or present enemies in 1934; he headed the Four-Year Plan for the explicit preparation of both the military war and the war against the Jews. Göring later boasted of his murder management against the SA, but denied knowledge of the mass murder of Jews. But he had participated in a conference with Hitler on July 16, 1941, on large-scale extermination measures, and the terms of his own order to the SS General Reinhard Heydrich on July 31, 1941, were clear enough: to make preparations for the "final solution" of the Jewish question in all parts of Europe under German influence. Göring was tried, convicted and sentenced to hang in Nuremberg, but he bribed a guard and managed to beat the hangman by biting a cyanide capsule on Oct. 15, 1946. 

Mr. Irving's constant references to archives, diaries and letters, and the overwhelming amount of detail in his work, suggest objectivity. In fact they put up a screen behind which a very different agenda is transacted. It begins with the suggestion that Göring's less than wholesome character traits, his conviction "that money could buy everything, and a contempt for morality" may have been imprinted on the young Göring by Dr. Hermann von Epenstein, whom Mr. Irving calls "Jewish" and whom he calls the boy's "godfather," although only Christians could act as godfathers. Since Mr. Irving does not consider the point, he appears to subscribe to the definitions of the Nazis' racial laws of 1935. The same sort of twist is employed again and again, particularly for the war period. 

Mr. Irving is a great obfuscator and he ignores the true chain of decision-making. In his account of the Battle of Britain, Göring was prevented by Hitler's restrictions from "unfolding his real air power against the enemy [ Britain ] . It was a strategic error." But then he accuses Churchill of having been the first in the war to order the bombing of civilian populations. He says that only then did Hitler order retaliation, upon which the German air force did all it was capable of in attacks on London. In fact, both Britain and Germany committed themselves at the beginning of the war to avoid attacks on civilian populations. After German planes bombed open towns in Poland after Sept. 12, 1939, and, on Göring's order, carried out the "saturation bombardment" of Warsaw on Sept. 24 and 25, 1939, it was mainly French fears of bombardment of their cities that prevented a departure by Britain from her earlier commitment. Only after the German bombing of Rotterdam on May 14, 1940, did the British authorize attacks on certain targets in the Ruhr industrial district - but intentionally bombing civilian populations remained outlawed. In August 1940, Hitler still forbade attacks on population centers, but attacks on British air force ground support stations, even in London, were permitted and carried out on Aug. 24, 1940, whereupon the British responded with a raid on Berlin the next day. 

Distortions affect every important aspect of this book to the point of obfuscation. Mr. Irving seeks to show that Göring frequently was not consulted before key decisions were made; on one page he says Hitler made them all, but on another he says Göring was consulted on every important decision - as Göring himself maintained during his trial. 

Mr. Irving's numerous references to the persecution of the Jews acknowledge its central role in the Hitler era. But he describes Hitler and Göring as only dimly aware of rumored "atrocities." Göring, he says, "naively" signed an order drafted by Heydrich on July 31, 1941, to prepare the "final solution" of the Jewish question. In this context, although there is no apparent connection with Göring, Mr. Irving reproduces a note by the second-ranking civil servant in the German Justice Ministry, Franz Schlegelberger. The note says that the head of the Reich Chancellery had told Schlegelberger that the Fuhrer had "repeatedly" declared that he wanted "the solution of the Jewish question postponed until after the war." 

Mr. Irving knows that this is part of a file regarding the legal status and definition of German Jews of mixed parentage and those married to non-Jewish partners. He also knows that the terms "solution" and "final solution" alternate in the file and distinguish between administrative measures affecting German Jews on one hand, and the comprehensive "final solution" for all Jews under German control. Apparently, 11 years after the West German historian Eberhard Jackel first showed and explained the document to him, Mr. Irving is still too pleased with its possibilities to see that it defeats his purpose. By publishing it as "proof" that Hitler did not want the Jews murdered, Mr. Irving accepts the term "solution of the Jewish question" as meaning mass murder, and he accepts Hitler's knowledge of the program. Had he taken it at its discernible face value, he would have avoided the logical trap. Further, he put himself in the position of accepting secondhand evidence on Hitler's wishes in the matter, so that he cannot convincingly contrive to exclude the mass of available secondhand evidence contradicting his interpretation. 

In his earlier book, "Hitler's War," Mr. Irving usefully provoked historians by raising the question of the smoking gun: whether an order could be found from Hitler to perpetrate a holocaust against the Jews. Now, after the publication of the meticulous investigations of Gerald Fleming, Eberhard Jackel, Helmut Krausnick and Alfred Streim, it is no longer possible to regard Mr. Irving's thesis as a useful provocation. 

The merit of this Göring biography lies in its mass of biographical detail and in numerous (though not complete) source references. But larger issues are not made more comprehensible. Göring's authority inexplicably waxes and wanes in Mr. Irving's staccato narrative (which is often cheapened by a demotic idiom); praiseworthy initiatives alternate with gigantic black-market and blackmail operations. Mr. Irving takes care to denounce Göring's "scandalous" and "unsavory" behavior, but at the same time he tries to make him appear as a spoiled child, a psychopath who calms his nerves by playing with a potful of diamonds, and a "Renaissance man" with an insatiable appetite for the finer things in life. It is unfortunate that Mr. Irving wastes his extraordinary talents as a researcher and writer on trivializing the greatest crimes in German history, on manipulating historical sources and on highlighting the theatrics of the Nazi era.[image: image20]
Copyright 1999 The New York Times Company



	


             Magnificient reviews of David Irving's ground breaking biography Hitler's War 

	EVEN THE not easily corrupted Board of Deputies of British Jews were impressed by David Irving's Hitler's War, assessing in a secret intelligence report on Mr Irving in 1991:
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"The book however was far more than a simple denial of Hitler's role. It was thoroughly researched and employed a variety of themes . . . It also confirmed Irving's reputation as one of the world's most thorough researchers and an exciting and readable 'historian'."

Reviewing two other books in The Daily Telegraph on April 25, 1980 their eminent defence correspondent John Keegan began his review: "Two books in English stand out from the vast literature of the Second World War: Chester Wilmot's The Struggle for Europe, published in 1952, and David Irving's Hitler's War, which appeared three years ago."



Keegan repeated this generous assessment elsewhere in 1980 



Max Hastings, who later became editor-in-chief of The Daily Telegraph, wrote the author on November 11, 1977: "Congratulations on the Hitler book to add to all the others you have received. I much lament the fact that I was unable to review it for anybody, although heaven knows the big guns turned out for you."



EXTRACTS FROM U.K. REVIEWS:
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"NO PRAISE can be too high for his [Irving's] indefatigable scholarly industry. He has sought and found scores of new sources, including many private diaries. He has also tested hitherto accepted documents and discarded many of them as forgeries. His portrait of Hitler is thus, he claims, firmly based on solid primary evidence . . . An exact and scrupulous historian . . . One of the most interesting of his (new) sources is the diary of Walther Hewel, Ribbentrop's liaison officer with Hitler, part of which was enciphered by being written in an Indonesian language (Hewel had lived some time in Java). I particularly enjoyed one vivid detail from this source. On the eve of Hitler's attack on Russia, the Soviet ambassador sought an audience. Hitler and Ribbentrop were terrified lest he should offer concessions so vast as to take away any pretext for their invasion. They therefore decided that both of them must disappear, until their armies were on the march. Fortunately, the ambassador had no inkling of the true position: when he called on the state secretary, he "discussed purely routine matters and left after cracking a few jokes". Many such new details enliven this book, which is also well organised and well written: Mr Irving's craftsmanship as a writer has improved immensely, and I have enjoyed reading his long work from beginning to end. 

--Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, The Sunday Times 
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"THE READER is gripped at once, because the writer is so obviously in his element; he is there . . . For he is presenting the events of 1939-45 "as far as possible through Hitler's eyes, from behind his desk". In this it seems to me he is brilliantly successful -- I have read nothing except the Table Talk which gives so immediate a feeling of Hitler's thinking -- and although there are enormous limitations to this approach it is carried out consistently to the end . . . It is in the area of disguised autobiography -- Hitler's, not Mr Irving's -- that the interest of this extraordinary book lies . . . Crown to an absorbing and highly talented book." 

-- The Times 
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"HIS BOOK can hardly be described as an exercise in whitewash . . . The core of this book is provided by Mr Irving's narrative of Hitler's day-by-day conduct of the war . . . This ground is traversed with a sense of immediacy and grasp of detail lacking in many of the recent Führer biographies . . . Mr Irving's mastery of the German sources is superb." 

-- Professor Donald Watt, The Daily Telegraph 
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"IT MUST be said at once that the book makes the most fascinating reading. Mr Irving possesses the gift of narrative and the art of arrangement. He has spent ten years researching into the subject. He is bilingual as regards German and he has a knack of persuading the heirs of various prominent Nazi figures to produce letters, diaries and other documents which they have kept carefully guarded from previous inquirers. He has also induced some of those who are still alive and were closely connected with Hitler to speak with a candour which they seldom displayed in any other context . . . Mr Irving has achieved this [projecting the reader into the Hitlerian court] brilliantly and the publishers' claim that his description of events "give us the uncanny feeling of having been there"is fully justified." 

-- The Spectator[image: image53.png]


 

"I FOUND the book riveting reading." -- Sheffield Morning Telegraph
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"DAVID IRVING has ransacked the world's archives; he has discovered eye-witness accounts; he has unearthed diaries and correspondence which were thought to have been destroyed; he has interviewed survivors of the Hitler entourage and he has drawn significance from the memoirs of men whose part in the story hitherto passed unconsidered. 

"All this evidence he has welded into a narrative which is, for all its inevitable complexities, remarkably comprehensible and, for all that is both dense and long, surprisingly readable." 

-- Professor J.E. Molpurgo, The Yorkshire Post. 
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"THERE IS no denying his ability as a master of narrative. From the cosy domesticity of some God-forsaken war command in Prussia to the strident atmosphere of the Army's command headquarters, Irving passes with ease, finding quotations and facts to paint vivid pictures of Hitler and his entourage as they crowded with delight over some victory or sat gloomily around after some upset on one of the many fronts. There is also great scope to his [Irving's] work. We are constantly reminded that Hitler had his hands occupied with North Africa, Greece, Italy and Russia . . . Irving is good too, when he is describing the advance of armies and the wrangling of generals trying to get more men and materials into their particular areas." 

-- Irish Independent 
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"DAVID IRVING might well wonder whether he can expect justice. Before one has even opened this large book, one is only too well aware that it has been both denounced and derided by many historians in Europe and in America, and that it is the source of much high feeling . . . In fact this disposes one favourably to Irving. It is high time that Hitler studies moved on . . . It could be that a dedicated worker such as Irving, who is prepared to take nothing for granted and who is free from the tram-like mentality which affects many academics, might succeed in revealing new and hitherto unsuspected aspect of this challenging and baffling enigma . . . His book is hugely interesting, his narrative is compelling and his arguments forceful . . . His book has it own unity. It is an excellent description of Germany at war, and of Hitler's part in that war."

-- New Society


What the American Press has said about Hitler's War:
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"IRVING IS a tireless and adroit researcher, whose forte is coaxing unpublished material out of private hands . . . By documenting Hitler's activities in the detail that he has, Irving has refined considerably our picture of this extremely complex man." 

-- Liberal Journey 

"THE AUTHOR has combined impressive research and beautiful writing to produce a meticulously recorded portrait of the man who led his nation to disaster."

-- Boston Herald American 

"TWELVE YEARS in the making, this massive volume is a model of careful scholarship, historical objectivity and readability . . . Irving could scarcely be described as a Hitler fan, but he does enable us to understand why the German leader held such absolute power for so long."

-- Publishers Weekly 

"IRVING'S ACCOUNT of the climatic campaigns, invasions, collapsing alliances, and chaotic outcome of Hitler's War often reads like Carlyle's French Revolution. He sustains his narrative masterfully; his scholarly documentation is impressive, but never distracting. From the opening scene on Hitler's special train, his command post in 1939, to his wedding in the doomed bunker in Berlin, this is a brilliantly executed book that provides provocative and memorable reading." 

-- Charles Ewing, The National Observer 

"IT IS wonderful how Mr Irving, without any confusion or any dull stretches, ranges over the entire German war effort. He shows us the precise importance of each problem, from the squabbles between Rumania and Hungary to the decay of the Luftwaffe, from the sources of raw materials to the roles that individual generals played. The book is a brilliant study of war which makes military problems fascinating, and -- possibly because the loosing side becomes so vivid -- war loathsome. 

-- Naomi Bliven, The New Yorker
"AND IT IS wryly, bitterly amusing to reflect that a British historian, David Irving, perhaps the greatest living authority on the Nazi era, has recently asserted in his book HITLER'S WAR that there is not a shred of evidence to prove that Hitler himself knew anything about the methods adopted by Himmler to achieve the 'final solution of the Jewish problem.'" 

-- Stephen Spender, The New York Times review of books,
Sunday . . . March 1977. 



Some other American Book Reviews: Hitler's War
1. Boston College International and Comparative Law Review on Hitler -- Vol. 111, No. 1 August 1979. 

2 Virginia Quarterly Review on Hitler -- Spring 1979. 

3. Marine Corps Gazette on Hitler -- reviewed by Lt. Col. R.J. Wilson, August 1979. 

4. Queens Quarterly (Queens University, Ontario, Canada) on Hitler -- March 1979 -- reviewed by J.S. Conway (University of British Columbia). 

5. Source Unknown -- review of Hitler book by Paul Ziegler (Associate Professor of European History at Assumption College). 

6. The American Historical Review (Indiana University) -- review by Robert Waite, Williams College on Hitler. 

7. Best Sellers on Hitler -- reviewed by William Goldcamp, Wheaton, Maryland, April 1979. 

8. The Sunday Oregonian on Hitler -- reviewed by Paul Pintarich, October 22nd 1979. 

9. The New Yorker on Hitler, 12th November 1978. 

10. The American Spectator, on Hitler, January 1979. 

11. Boston Herald American on Hitler -- reviewed by Albert Duhamel, 11th May 1975. 

12. A.L.A. Booklist on Hitler. 

13. Village Voice on Hitler, 30th October 1978. 

14. The American Mercury (The Book Shelf) on Hitler -- reviewed by E.L. Anderson in 1977.


· David Irving - Churchill's War Volume 1 Reviewed by Sir Anthony Montague-Browne, 1988, Churchill's private secretary 

· Gordon Craig reviews David Irving's Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich for New York Review of Books, September 1996 

	The Suppression of Real History in the United States
  
	Although David Irving's biography of Dr Goebbels was not on sale anywhere in the USA, the nation's biggest literary journal gave it a glowing six page review 

Professor Gordon C Craig reviewed this book in The New York Review of Books on September 16, 1996 
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Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich, by David Irving
Focal Point Publications, London, £25.00 



The portrait of Goebbels is from David Irving: Hitler's War (Focal Point, 1991) 

Gordon A. Craig
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· Selected pro- and contra- reviews of David Irving's Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich 

	DAVID IRVING's biography Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich has attracted both fawning praise and poisonous attacks. 

Poison
· Tina Rosenberg, The New York Times (excerpts selected by Nizkor; and an unpublished response from one NYT reader) [Full article by Tina Rosenberg] 

· Gitta Sereny, The Observer, Apr 21, 1996 

· Anonymous, Publishers Weekly, Apr 4, 1996 

· Doreen Carvajal, New York Times, Apr 5, 1996, reports on St Martins Press decision under pressure to abandon printing of the biography 

·  

Praise
· Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, Sunday Telegraph, April 14, 1996 

· Professor Professor Norman Stone, The Sunday Times, April 14, 1996 

· John Keegan, The Daily Telegraph, April 20, 1996 

· Professor Donald Cameron Watt, The Independent, May 4, 1996 

· Bruce Anderson, The Spectator, April 27, 1996 

· Lesley Williams, The South Wales Argus, April 27, 1996 

· George Birrell, The Glasgow Herald, May 12, 1996 

· Editorial, "Free to Write and Publish," Scotland on Sunday, Edinburgh, May 12, 1996 

· Professor Francis L. Loewenheim, writing "Comment" in The Miami Herald, Sunday, May 12, 1996 

· Andrew Baldwin, Huddersfield Daily Mail, May 4, 1996 

· Tom Bower, The Daily Mail, London 

· George Stern, The Literary Review, London 

· "Hitler's Ghost," what Christopher Hitchens wrote in Vanity Fair




	In the Shadow of Goebbels, by Tina Rosenberg
(The New York Times Book Review, June 2, 1996; pp.26-27): 

"... BUT UNDER its polished surface the book is in fact a sophisticated blood libel. A look at just one sentence is enough to show why. In a description of the Nazi boycott of Jewish businesses in 1933, Mr. Irving writes, 'The upshot of the Jewish campaign overseas was that Goebbels secured from Hitler - or so he claimed - approval to threaten a short, sharp counterboycott of the Jews.' A 'counterboycott' provoked by a 'Jewish campaign overseas' - in other words, the Jews had it coming. These are not Goebbels words, they are Mr. Irving's, and the book is strung with such gems. Consistent with his theory that the gas chambers did not exist, Mr. Irving calls Auschwitz 'the most brutal of all Himmler's slave-labor camps and the one with the highest mortality rate.' By my count, the word 'holocaust' appears once in the book; it refers to the British bombing of Hamburg. 

"More subtly, the boycott sentence illustrates a larger problem. In a recent speech to the Institute for Historical Review - the center of the United States Holocaust denial movement and the American distributor of many of Mr. Irving's books - Mr. Irving said of the 1933 boycott: 'Goebbels organized the boycott, though if you read his diary you can get the impression that Hitler authorized it, sanctioned it and possibly suggested it.' Readers of Mr. Irving's Web site[1] can find this statement, but nowhere is it in the book, whose only reference linking Hitler to the boycott is the sentence quoted above. Mr Irving has played down Hitler's involvement. 

"He was born to exonerate Hitler. "That's his mission in life," says Michael H. Kater, the Distinguished Research Professor of History at York Univeristy in Toronto and an expert on the Third Reich. Mr. Irving has offered £1,000 to anyone who can produce a wartime document showing that Hitler knew about the extermination of the Jews before October 1943. He expounds the thesis that Hitler was ignorant of the Holocaust in his 1977 book 'Hitler's War' (in which the bad guys were Himmler and Heydrich), and he has extended it in other books. Gitta Sereny, the Author of "Albert Speer: His Battle With Truth," writes in the British newspaper The Observer that Goebbels's diaries indicate he learned of the extermination camps only when Hitler told him - months after they had begun operation. But such passages do not appear in Irving's book. 'He's the premier practitioner of selective evidence,' says Warren F. Kimball, a professor of diplomatic history at Rutgers University. 

"'Every major history' of the deeds of the Nazis 'is built on a mass of material, largely the Nuremberg documents,' says Francis L. Loewenheim, a professor of history at Rice University and one of the few people besides Mr. Irving to have have read both the Irving book on Goebbels and the diaries themselves. 'We can see exactly what Hitler and the Nazis planned to do. Mr. Irving has not simply broken with this material; he either ignores it or dismisses it as forgeries.' By treating the Nazi leaders' actions as if they were reactions to outside events and not part of a planned extermination program, Mr. Lowenheim says, Mr. Irving diminishes the horribleness of the Holocaust.[2] 

"Even the most cursory research turns up evidence of Mr. Irving's duplicity. On the first page of the book he writes that he gave the German Federal Archives in Coblenz a complete copy of the Goebbels diaries; archive officials say this is fiction. Over and over he crows that he was the first to use the complete diaries, and he claimed to be their discoverer when he sold portions to the Sunday Times of London in 1992. Yet as he has been forced to acknowledge in the book, the microfiched diaries were first found by Elke Fröhlich, a researcher at the Munich-based Institute for Contemporary History and the world's pre-eminent Goebbels expert.[3] The institute has so far published 15 volumes of the diaries and will complete the series soon, Ms. Fröhlich reports. And for what Mr. Irving has that others don't, Ms. Fröhlich and other historians say it amounts to only 10 or 13 glass microfiche plates. 'We all know what his character is,' she says. 'He tells lie after lie and then it is left to others to show that he is lying.' 


"...David Irving...is not just wrong, he appears to be engaging in deliberate distortion. Worse, he is a sneak; the uncautioned reader will absorb a version of history exonerating Hitler and minimizing the evil of the Holocaust without knowing it...."


	1: Mr Irving's Website first went into service in March 1998, nine months after the article was published.
2: Now see what Professor Loewenheim actually wrote, reviewing the book for The Miami Herald and other newspapers.
3: The allegation that Mr Irving cheated his friend and colleague Dr Fröhlich of the credit for the discovery of the Goebbels Diaries forms part of the basis of his libel claim against Gitta Sereny. 

This Website is happy to quote here the (unpublished) Reader's Letter which Albert Doyle sent on June 3, 1996 to The New York Times in response to the Rosenberg article:
"I LOOK FORWARD to David Irving's response to Tina Rosenberg's 'essay' attacking him personally for challenging certain dogmas about The Holocaust. I give you credit for not calling her screed a 'book review' because it doesn't deal with Irving's book, Goebbels: Mastermind of the Third Reich at all. I wonder indeed if Ms. Rosenberg even read the book. 
"No need I suppose. It is sufficient for her to be assured that Irving is engaged in a 'blood libel' (a super form of libel, I suppose); that he is guilty of 'duplicity'; is a 'liar'; is engaging in 'detailed distortion'; is a 'sneak' (my personal favorite), and is 'duplicitous', just to select a few of Ms. Rosenberg's ad hominem attacks on Mr. Irving. 

"Of course, to give her credit where due, she cites other 'authorities' concerning Mr. Irving including such gems of scholarship as the following: that Irving was 'born to exonerate Hitler' (which he does not do); 
that 'I hated it!' (the book); that Irving is a 'premier practitioner of selective evidence'; that 'we all know what his character is' (need I explain? bad), and other such.Well, who can argue with these learned comments? 

"Tina Rosenberg's subjective defense of the publisher's cowardly retreat from Irving's book will not be lost on your readers. Nor will they fail to notice that her essay contains not a single example of errors in the book. 
"In fact, it would seem that Ms. Rosenberg's idea of Irving's ultimate sin is that 'he diminishes the horribleness of the Holocaust' and this is her rationale for defending the burning of the book and for cutting off any discussion of the possibility that some claims of the Holocaust lobby might be wrong or exaggerated - which is after all the only claim of the revisionists. There is no intellectual reason why our knowledge of this subject should be frozen in 1947."
  

  


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, Sunday Telegraph, April 14, 1996: 

HE DESERVES every credit. In his preface to this book he describes his research, and is surprised at some of the obstruction he has met in the course of it. I now read that he is meeting more from his craven American publishers. This surprises me less: I have had the same experience and can sympathise. . . . We know that [Goebbels] was a rabid anti-Semite and (as Mr Irving readily concedes) a very nasty man. His vendettas with colleagues and sexual harassment of film-stars are notorious.. . . By [1945] there was nothing left to destroy except himself: nothing but the myth of the Führer which, to the end, he had propagated, with which he had bewitched the German people, including himself, and which now still bewitches the able author of this weighty book."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Professor Professor Norman Stone, The Sunday Times, April 14, 1996. 

"FROM DAVID IRVING'S biography [of Goebbels] I learn a new dimension of petty nastiness. Here is a Goebbels quite capable of having a journalist imprisoned in a camp for three months for beating him at cards and demanding his winnings up-front. There is, in this whole book, not one decent gesture that I recall. . . . What Irving has done is to go through Goebbels' own diaries. These exist in Moscow, in a special archive, and Irving has a special skill, of reading them. The diaries are not just in the old-fashioned, partly Greek-based, German or Gothic hand-writing, which any historian of the 19th century has to know. They are in a shorthand version of it, and there are only two people (to my knowledge) who can read this. . . . On one subject, Goebbels did not practice self-censorship [in his diaries]. - Jews. He was strongly anti-Semitic, anxious to remove the remaining Jews from Berlin - even though they were often married to non-Jews and were forcedly contributing to the war economy. In 1942, they were mainly deported to their deaths in eastern extermination camps. Irving argues (not very directly) that Hitler did not then wish to go ahead as far or as fast as Goebbels, but this is a documented point that has been made before, and he does not deny that Jews were horribly butchered or just kept in such conditions as to die in their millions. Nevertheless, the book has received execration in some American pre-publication reviews for its alleged denials of the Holocaust and exculpations of Hitler. . . . There is no truth in these accusations."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	John Keegan, The Daily Telegraph, April 20, 1996: 

"DAVID IRVING knows more than anyone alive about the German side of the Second World War. He discovers archives unknown to official historians and turns their contents into densely footnoted narratives that consistently provoke controversy... His greatest achievement is Hitler's War, which has been described as the 'autobiography the Führer did not write' and is indispensable to anyone seeking to understand the war in the round. Now he has turned his attention to Joseph Goebbels, Hitler's propaganda minister, and the 75,000 pages of his diary held in formerly closed archive in Moscow. The result is a characteristic Irving book: 530 pages of text and 160 pages of relentless references. . . . Irving is particularly good on the events of July 20 [the 1944 Bomb Plot against Hitler]. . . . Irving as usual, knows more than anyone of the details [of the death of the Goebbels family in 1945]. He does not spare us. This final propaganda of the deed is, in a gruesome way, the most interesting event in Goebbels' life.'"


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Editorial, "Free to Write and Publish," Scotland on Sunday, Edinburgh, May 12, 1996: 

"DAVID IRVING is an historian about whose work it is difficult to remain objective. On the one hand he is acknowledged to be an important revisionist historian of the Second World War who has shed new light on the Nazi leadership; his recent biography of Goebbels, based on the subject's long-lost diaries, is a case in point. On the other hand, he excites considerable disquiet for his attempts to deny documentary evidence about the events of the Holocaust. . . The fact remains that he was at liberty to publish his Goebbels biography under his own imprint. To date it has attracted largely admiring reviews so that those who want to buy it know that it exists. (How many aspiring writers wish that they enjoyed the same attention?)"


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Gitta Sereny, The Observer, April 21, 1996: 

"IRVING, NOTHING if not professional, has always succeeded in making himself heard and read . . . And this is, basically, because he is a man of talent, both as a researcher and a writer. As a researcher he is good enough to make it difficult for anyone to fault him who doesn't know the material he uses as well as he does - and let us face it, few do. As a writer, he simply writes well; for the unwarned reader, his stuff - and here is the danger - can be fun. . . . All this said, for those curious about Goebbels' life and loves, Irving's book serves nicely. 



"Mr Douglas--Stahl has Müller recite here all the stories Peter Stahl told me over the years -- Casement, Churchill, Roosevelt, the bombing of Dresden (with David Irving's 10-times inflated figure of 250,000 dead) [...] and then, folded into it all, more falsehoods about the Final Solution itself, that one crime that none of these obsessed people can leave alone." 

  

"But while Goldhagen's emotion-based -- obsessive -- thesis is simplistic, narrow, and misleading, his book is not a deliberate falsehood. The master of this particular craft, now presenting a new Goebbels biography -- is the British revisionist writer David Irving [...]". 

  

"As reputable publishers will no longer touch him, he published and is distributing his Goebbels, Mastermind of the Third Reich himself -- as he did with his expanded edition of Hitler's War in 1991 -- from his London home in Duke Street, under the imprint 'Focal Point.'[...]". 

"[...] It is precisely the clever mixture of truth and untruth that makes Irving dangerous: [...]". 

  

"But although Goebbels was a radical anti-Semite even before Hitler emerged, Irving is yet again trying to manipulate history when he suggests that Goebbels was the originator or even the driving force in the Final Solution. He tries to prove this with selected quotes from Goebbels's diaries, while carefully avoiding passages which show clearly that Goebbels was only informed -- by Hitler himself -- of the annihilation of the Jews many months after it had begun." 

  

"The German historian Elke Fröhlich, the greatest living expert on Goebbels, had discovered in Russian secret archives in March 1992 the entire collection of glass plates on to which Goebbels had his diary entries from 1924 to 1945 photographically copied before the war ended.[...] In his book, Irving has to admit that it was she -- rather than he, as he had originally told the Sunday Times when he offered them the story for £75,000 in 1992 -- who had found the microfiches in Moscow. Nonetheless, he cannot resist stating that he had 'the immense good fortune to become the first, and so far only, person to open the complete microfiche records'. What nonsense. The fact is that when he learnt of Dr Fröhlich's discovery he talked his way into the Moscow archives, and 'borrowed' a dozen of the glass plates to show to Andrew Neil, then the Sunday Times editor, while he was on a visit to Moscow. [...] There is no question of his having 'exclusive' access to '80,000 pages' of the diary as he boasts. First of all there are not 80,000 pages (Dr Fröhlich estimates that there will be 50,000). The dozen plates he borrowed contained some 700 diary pages, and these were the only 'exclusive' source he had -- for a few days, until he was discovered. {] Not surprisingly, however, he makes good use of what he has for his purpose of whitewashing 'our Führer' -- as I have heard him refer to Hitler -- this time using Goebbels as his tool." 

"It is here -- as an example only, for there are many obsessions with people, ideas, or even things -- that the four books I cite have a common denominator. All of them, whether founded on love or hate, and whether expressing the obsession by means of invention, omission or distortion share the fatal weakness: the absence of detachment, rationality, and judgement which must inform any historical approach to the Third Reich." 




Anyone, however, who wants to learn about the political acts of one of this century's most able and most dangerous men, should remember that what they are reading is one brilliant propagandist - one man who hates and loves obsessively - writing about another."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Bruce Anderson, The Spectator, April 27, 1996: 

"SO A BIOGRAPHY of one crucial adjutant of evil, Joseph Goebbels, is to be welcomed. David Irving is a scholar of distinction, who can claim the credit for making Goebbels's diaries generally available. He has produced a workmanlike trawl through the archives, which will prove an invaluable quarry for subsequent historians who wish to cut deeper.....That ban disfigures the intellectual life of the United States; it is also a posthumous victory for Nazi-ism. Goebbels did not only employ monsters: he also used inadequates. Some of their spiritual descendants now work for American publishing houses."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Professor Donald Cameron Watt, The Independent, May 4, 1996: 

"MR IRVING has, instead given us a Goebbels-eye view of his subject. His material consists of the major part of the full version of Goebbels diaries, films of which fell into Soviet hands in 1945. These diaries, kept from Goebbels adolescence onwards until shortly before his suicide, have been supplemented from the mass of contemporary materials, private as well as public, surviving from the Nazi period, and from the interviews of survivors who worked with Goebbels."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Lesley Williams, The South Wales Argus, April 27, 1996: 

"A compelling, remarkably-researched story of monumental evil."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	George Birrell, The Glasgow Herald, May 12, 1996: 

"Mr Irving's books are critically praised and he is universally regarded as an impeccable researcher and brilliant discoverer of documents. . . Few challenge his facts. It is his interpretations and conclusions which are contentious."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Andrew Baldwin, Huddersfield Daily Mail, May 4, 1996: 

"There will be no argument about the photographs unearthed for this book. They are stunning, some in full colour..."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Francis L. Loewenheim, writing "Comment" in The Miami Herald, Sunday, May 12, 1996:
Did publisher do the right thing in turning down Goebbels book?
SHOULD a major U.S. publisher cancel publication of a biography of Joseph Goebbels, the last Nazi propagandist and virulent anti-Semitic, because the book has been described by some advance reviewers as "repellent" and "scurrilously misleading," and because word of its forthcoming appearance aroused considerable political opposition?
That is the dilemma St. Martin's Press faced with David Irving's Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich, recently published in London.
St. Martin's finally decided not to publish the book, which Chairman Thomas J. McCormack described as "inescapably anti-Semitic"; its "subtext was . . . that the Jews brought it on themselves."
It is no secret that Irving has long specialized in denouncing Allied actions and policies during World War II, while at the same time attempting to defend or minimize those of Hitler and his monstrous regime. Nor is it any secret that Irving has a record of discovering a variety of important historical sources. However distasteful to most of us, the work must not be dismissed out of hand.
In Goebbels, Irving deliberately focuses so closely on his subject that Hitler simply disappears from center stage for extended periods. In other words, this subtitle is grossly misleading. Goebbels knew perfectly well that he was No. 2 after his beloved Fuehrer - "he is like a father to me" - but he was jealously concerned to maintain that position until Hitler made Goebbels chancellor just before their suicide.
Some critics, including Deborah Lipstadt of Emory University, have accused Irving of "trying to destroy the memory of those who . . . perished at the hands of tyrants." Even a cursory inspection of this new, 700-page plus account does not support that assertion.
For example, there are numerous passages about Goebbels' vicious anti-Semitism, the Nazis' mounting anti-Jewish harassment and brutalities, the Kristallnacht burning of synagogues, the deportation of untold numbers of Jews to the East and the mass killings there, although - in line with Irving's repeatedly stated views - Auschwitz is downgraded to Heinrich Himmler's "most brutal . . . slave labor camp and the one with the highest mortality rate," an outrageous prettification that will fool no one.
Since the 1980s, Munich's renowned Institute for Contemporary History has been publishing a 15-volume edition of Goebbels' surviving diaries, on which the Irving books are largely based. The last volume to be published appeared earlier this year and reached me as these lines were bring written.
In his introduction, Horst Moeller, the institute's internationally respected director, asks pointedly if such poisonous materials of lies and barbarisms should be published and he answers with an unequivocal yes.
So is Irving's new opus, with all its evident distortions, omissions and misrepresentations, a possible threat to our historical health? The claim is preposterous.
Irving's work is no more or less dangerous say, than the seemingly endless parade of books and articles attempting to minimize, downplay, the unspeakable crimes of the communist leaders from Lenin to Stalin, to Mao and Castro, and their assorted murderous accomplices.

Francis L. Loewenheim is professor of history at Rice University. With Gordon A. Craig of Stanford University he edited The Diplomats, 1939-1979 (Princeton, 1994).


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Anonymous, Publishers Weekly, April 4, 1996: 

THIS IS a repellent book, and not only because of its subject. Irving (Göring) has been increasingly under fire for exploiting seemingly indefatigable research to distort history. In the book in hand, he uses enough pejoratives to sustain the illusion of objectivity regarding Hitler's propaganda chief, yet suggests that the admittedly bad man had a cause not entirely bad in itself. Nazi brutality is almost always retaliation for the plots of international Jewry and the criminality of domestic Jews. Even the books notoriously burned are "decadent and anti-German.' The term Redakteur (editor) 'to Goebbels' sensitive ear had a Jewish ring.' Protesters in Saarbrücken are 'a clamoring ragbag of communists, Jews, freemasons, and disgruntled émigrés.' 


There is always, in Irving's own words, a 'Jewish problem' that Goebbels struggles to solve. Much of the book, heavily indebted to the self-serving Goebbels diaries, is in such a vein. . . . "The real insidiousness of the biography is that its formidable documentation will gain it acceptance as history." 

-- Anonymous, The Publishers Weekly, New York


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	Professor Gordon C Craig of Stanford University, New York Review of Books (special Fall supplement), September 16, 1996. 

"SILENCING Mr Irving would be a high price to pay for freedom from the annoyance that he causes us. The fact is that he knows more about National Socialism than most professional scholars in his field, and students of the years 1933 1945 owe more than they are always willing to admit to his energy as a researcher and to the scope and vigor of his publications."
". . . It is always difficult for the non-historian to remember that there is nothing absolute about historical truth. What we consider as such is only an estimation, based upon what the best available evidence tells us. It must constantly be tested against new information and new interpretations that appear, however implausible they may be, or it will lose its vitality and degenerate into dogma or shibboleth. Such people as David Irving, then, have an indispensable part in the historical enterprise, and we dare not disregard their views."


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	IRVING attracts credibility and attention by his indefatigable energy, intelligence and resourcefulness. Compared with most British historians, often a dull, lazy breed, Irving has spent a lifetime ceaselessly criss-crossing the globe to gather eyewitness evidence about World War II." 

-- Tom Bower, The Daily Mail, London


Index of Reviews of Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich. 

	HE IS the first to use Goebbels' full diary, 75,000 pages, recently found in Moscow. . . . Irving's trademark research into original manuscripts is uniquely impressive." 

- George Stern, The Literary Review, London


· Swedish newspaper review of David Irving's Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich 

· German language review of David Irving, Nuremberg, the Last Battle 

· Reviews of David Irving's history of the German atomic bomb program, The Virus House
	The Virus House 

[US edition: "The German Atomic Bomb"]
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	How Hitler almost got the atom bomb. A block-buster . . . brilliant and important. 

Robert Pitman, The Sunday Express

	"THE AUTHOR tells his absorbing tale with a pace that reminds one of a detective story. The race to make a reactor critical reads better than any thriller. It should be read by historians, scientists and all concerned with the role of science and technology in the present century." 

Dr Anthony Michaelis,
The Daily Telegraph
	

	"A remarkable book" Captain S W Roskill, The Sunday Telegraph

	"IT WAS a long time coming, but when it came it was all that I said it would be. As long ago as August 6 last year in XV to Follow, of THE VIRUS HOUSE by David Irving (50s, Kimber, Jan 30), I said, 'The only reason, I suspect, that it isn't possible to announce serial rights being brought in this staggeringly sensational war book is that the typescript is still with the Authorities. But depend on it, some circulation-seeking sheet will pounce, when the time comes. . . A rare behind the scenes story, this, bristling with details of intrigue and (on the part of the SOE) much bravery. Author Irving, one of the world's great investigators when it comes to undercover matters, has written the autumn's most revealing war book beyond all doubt.'
"Last Sunday, without any reader-baiting announcement, The Sunday Telegraph started
	serialising THE VIRUS HOUSE under the banner headline HOW THE GERMANS BUNGLED THE BOMB. And if it doesn't help stop the drift of the paper's sales (now around 641,000) since the launch, nothing will.
"For the first time, fact-obsessed author Irving tells the inside story of Hitler's near success with the annihilating Bomb, and how he ran the true story to earth in Tennessee over a year ago, and The Sunday Telegraph readers can never have had a more thrilling story handed to them on their Sabbath plate.
"The Sunday Telegraph serialisation will last up to the book's publication on January 30. For publisher Kimber, the book could well hit the Best Seller lists and stay there." 
Whitefriar Talking:
(Lead item in Smiths Trade News, January 14, 1967).


· How the popular Bavarian prime minister Franz-Josef Strauss praised David Irving's Göring biography, in a letter to its translator Richard Giese 

· German translatsion of IHR review of David Irving's Nuremberg, the Last Battle 

· Extract from John Keegan, The Battle for History: Refighting World War Two (Hutchinson, London, 1996): praise for David Irving's Hitler's War 

	
	"The most valuable of books..."
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Extract from John Keegan -- seen in our picture below receiving his knighthood on May 3, 2000 -- , The Battle for History: Refighting World War Two (Hutchinson, London, 1996):

THE ROLE of leadership in the Second World War invests biography with particular importance. There is a wealth of biographical, and autobiographical, material. Churchill and de Gaulle, indeed, both completed accounts of their war experience which succeed as both history and memoir. 

The most valuable of books in this category, however, in my view, is one that has been called "the autobiography Hitler did not write" -- David Irving's Hitler's War. Irving is a controversial figure, an Englishman who has identified with the German war experience to a remarkable degree, who has offered a cash award to anyone producing written evidence of Hitler's authorisation of the "Final Solution," and who currently champions extreme right-wing politics in Europe. Nevertheless, he is a historian of formidable powers, having worked in all the major German archives, discovered important deposits of papers himself, and interviewed many of the survivors of their families and intimates. 

Hitler's War is unique in that it recounts the war exclusively from the German side, and through the day-by-day thinking and doings of Adolf Hitler. For Irving, Hitler is not a monster but the rational war leader of a great power, seeking to guide it to victory over other great powers whose policies are as self-interested as Germany's. He is nonetheless, a lonelier figure than Churchill or Roosevelt, and bears psychological burdens they did not. At least twice, during the Dunkirk campaign of 1940 and after the failure of the Stalingrad offensive in 1942 43, he experienced something akin to a nervous breakdown, short-lived in 1940 but prolonged in 1943. His loss of self-confidence after Stalingrad devolved power onto his subordinates, notably Zeitzler, his army chief of staff, and thereby drew Germany into the unwise Kursk offensive, which lost the Wehrmacht its tank reserve and so consigned it thereafter to fighting on the defensive. The picture Irving presents of Hitler is of a struggler amid great events, brilliantly successful at first. progressively borne down by circumstance as the odds lengthen against him, but resilient to the very end. If she accuses him of a single mistake, it is that of declaring war against the United States in the week of Pearl Harbor, a step nothing in the Tripartite Pact obliged him to do and against which Ribbentrop his foreign minister, argued in vain.


	Yet, Irving's Hitler is throughout a man knows better what is good for Germany than do any of his helpmates or subordinates, who has recurrent flashes of military genius, who sacrifices his physical health to his cause, who eschews any personal friendship except that with an idealised German people itself. Among his co-operators, only Goebbels, his minister of propaganda, approaches him in vision and competence. The rest, even Himmler, self-proclaimed truest of the true, ultimately think of themselves. It is they who are responsible for the crassest error -- the policy of genocide foremost -- and who betray both the leader and their country. 

No historian of the Second World War can afford to ignore Irving. His depiction of Hitler, by its relation of the war's development to the decisions and responses of Führer headquarters, is a key corrective to the Anglo-Saxon version, which relates the war's history solely in terms of Churchillian defiance and of the Grand Alliance. Nevertheless, it is a flawed vision, for it is untouched by moral judgement. For Irving, the Second World War was a war like other wars -- a naked struggle for national self-interest -- and Hitler, one war leader among others. Yet, the Second World War must engage our moral sense. Its destructiveness, its disruption of legal and social order, were on a scale so disordinate that it cannot be viewed as a war among other wars; its opposition of ideologies, democratic versus totalitarian, none the less stark because democracy perforce allied itself with one form of totalitarianism in the struggle against another, invariably invests the war with moral content; above all, Hitler's institution of genocide demands a moral commitment. 



REVIEWING ANOTHER book in The Times Literary Supplement, April 24, 1980, the same John Keegan, Defence Editor of The Daily Telegraph, wrote:--
"Two books in English stand out from the vast literature of the Second World War. Chester Wilmot's The Struggle for Europe,published in 1952, and David Irving's Hitler's War,which appeared three years ago. 

"They do so because, from exactly opposing angles of vision, each tackles the strategy of the whole war and makes impressive if doctrinaire sense of it. 

"The second book has not yet worked its way into our general understanding of the conflict, though it undoubtedly will do so when controversy over its sensationalist elements is exhausted."


· Reviews of David Irving's biography of Reichsmarschall Hermann Göring
	GÖRING
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	"DRAWING ON extensive materials, including Göring's personal papers Irving demonstrates in convincing fashion [that] Göring's dark talents were no match for his insatiable appetites&emdash;for drugs, ludicrous opulence and priceless paintings. Göring is an informative and sobering account&emdash;an indictment really&emdash;of a man with no redeeming virtue." 

Rory Quirk, in The Washington Post, May 3, 1989, and the New York Post.
	"THIS IS a very personal biography. Irving proves that Göring was, and is, an enigma. He survived in Irving's judgment through cunning, cruelty, a prodigious amorality and Hitler's loyalty to him. Irving's research effort is awesome." 

Professor Larry Thompson in The Chicago Tribune, April 15, 1989.

	[image: image30.png]


"NERONIAN LUXURY and licence, of which Mr Irving gives a fascinating and unsparing picture."
Colin Welch in The Spectator, London, August 19, 1989.

	"DAVID IRVING … tells his story with all the reticence of Cecil B de Mille." 

Historian Dr Piers Brendon in The Observer, September 3, 1989.
	"AN IMMENSELY readable and interesting book that contains a wealth of new research material in the notes that will be of great use to future historians." 

Historian James Rusbridger in Western Morning News, August 19, 1989.

	"THIS NEW biography, based on previously unknown diaries and documents, contains such a wealth of data and detail on its subject, it's worth the frequent grimaces. A staggering piece of informative work…" 

Graham Marples in Northern Echo, August 24, 1989.
	"THERE WAS something to Göring, and it came out at the Nuremberg trials when, slimming down and cleaned out, he defended himself with vigour and rebutted some of the charges that had wrongfully been made against him. It also came out in matters of art, on which David Irving is rather good. Göring's taste was very sound." 

Professor Norman Stone in The New Statesman, August 18, 1989.

	"DAVID IRVING'S Göring biography is unlikely to raise hackles… One cannot fail to be impressed by the painstaking thoroughness of Irving's scholarship. He has tracked down critical diaries written by Göring to which no other biographers had access … and his passionate love letters.… Overall, Irving's book is a very good offering. It is not as concerned to provoke controversy as many of his earlier works." 

Albert Smith in The Irish Independent, Dublin, September 2, 1989.
	"THIS IS the best-researched biography and best biography in English of 'the second man in the Third Reich.' … Göring somehow obtained poison -- Irving has done good detective work here -- and seemed to have escaped the hangman." 

George Stern in The Literary Review, London, August 1989.

	"DAVID IRVING that most talented and readable historian, has come up with another winner … the story of the swaggering braggart in a powder blue uniform, clanking with medals, who sent his bombers out in a vain bid to wipe out British cities." 

Norman Cook in The Daily Post, Liverpool, August 3, 1989
	"DAVID IRVING … He has mastered his material and written a very readable biography." 

Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper (Lord Dacre) in The Sunday Telegraph, August 20, 1989. 
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"IRVING HAS produced a study of Göring which makes no attempt to disguise his many failings.… The book is a goldmine for aficionados of Nazi Germany … the verifiable details are fascinating."
Professor Donald Cameron Watt ("Book of the Week") in The Sunday Times, August 13, 1989.

	"A VERY readable book, for Irving has always written with verve and energy.… It tells us a great deal that we did not know.… Highly interesting.… Marvellous stuff.… An absorbing account.… Most intriguing." 

Professor Gordon Craig in The New York Review of Books, February 2, 1989.
	"HERMANN Göring remains easily the most fascinating, as David Irving demonstrates in this brilliant study." "This brilliant, compelling, page-turner of a book." 

Alyn Brodsky in The Miami Herald April 30, 1989


· Remarks by New Zealand academic Joel S. A. Hayward on David Irving's biography of Hitler, Hitler's War
	Hitler's War
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Historians are gradually coming round to endorse David Irving's viewpoints. 



Joel S. A. Hayward: 
Stopped at Stalingrad. The Luftwaffe and Hitler's Defeat in the East, 1942-1943 

UNIVERSITY PRESS OF KANSAS, 1998
  

 

274       STOPPED AT STALINGRAD
 

[...] According to the published version of the OKW war diary, Hitler promptly discussed the overall situation with the general staffs of both army and air force, but, "as usual, again no bold decisions are taken. It is as though the Führer is no longer capable of doing so." (81) As David Irving points out, however, this frequently cited passage is a postwar interpolation designed to cast Hitler in a poor light. It does not appear in the original, unpublished manuscript by Helmuth Greiner, the OKW's diarist, and it is inconsistent with Hitler's recorded actions on the days both preceding and following 21 December [1942].(82) Rather than vacillating, the Führer stood firm, repudiating the "defeatist" views of his generals with typical dogmatism. He strongly disagreed with Manstein's and Zeitzler's assessments and rejected their suggestions. Still determined to hold Stalingrad, the only major prize of an extremely costly summer campaign, he insisted that Sixth Army might attempt to join up with Hoth's corps only if it continued holding its positions on the Volga.
  



[Endnotes:]
81. KTB OKW vol. 2, 1168 (21 December 1942). 

82. Irving, Hitler's War, 453. Irving is correct. An examination of the original manuscript (David Irving, Microfilm DJ-91, part of the Irving microfilm series "Records and Documents Relating to the Third Reich" by Microform [Wakefield] Ltd.) reveals that the published version differs in many places from the original manuscript and that all changes cast Hitler in a negative light.

	DAVID IRVING COMMENTS: 
I was the first historian to draw attention, in my Introduction to Hitler's War, to the large number of faked or partially faked diaries in circulation, like those of General Gerhard Engel, Hitler's army adjutant, published by the Institut für Zeitgeschichte (who should have known better: I warned them). 
Helmuth Greiner was a war diarist attached to the High Command (OKW). After the war he reconstructed his missing 1942-43 OKW War Diary from his pencilled draft, and it formed one of the lavishly bound five volume published set of Kriegstagebücher des OKW.  Because it was fashionably critical of Hitler's achievements, it provided a useful source for other historians -- until I came along and checked the published text against the wartime hand-written original, with the results that Joel Hayward, a young (Jewish) New Zealand historian confirms above.


 

Irving, David: career, about...
". . . a British historian, David Irving, perhaps the greatest living authority on the Nazi era . . ." Stephen Spender, New York Times Review of Books [full text] 

"SUCH PEOPLE AS David Irving have an indispensable part in the historical enterprise, and we dare not disregard their views." Professor Gordon C Craig, The New York Review of Books, September 19, 1996. 

"ES IST EIN GLÜCK für uns . . . einen Irving zu haben, der den Historikern zumindest neue Anstöße gibt." Professor Hans Mommsen, Ruhr-Univ. Bochum, 1978: now see his panic! Charakterschweine gibt es ja überall. 

"FOR BETTER or for worse . . . the best known historians of the Nazi era are now [Daniel] Goldhagen and the British writer David Irving."-- Holocaust and Genocide Studies, vol. 11, no. 3 (Oxford University Press, in association with U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum).
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 [Photoby David Gamble, for The Independent on Sunday] 
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· A protest to the Air Ministry, April 1, 1969 

· David Irving biographical: Information for Counsel on my Background (1970) | Background note (1991) | Independent (Jewish) New Zealand assessment | some impertinent questions answered in 1996 

· How Lord Weidenfeld paid £20,000 to Hitler's sister 

· Torpedo Running. A 1985 biographical brochure about Mr Irving (and his 1983 role in exposing the Fake Hitler Diaries scandal) 

· A 1978 remark about "Resistance" Heroism 

· From a 1982 Focal Point newsletter: A Radical's Diary 

· South African diary, November 1987 (extracts) 

· Forthcoming Lecture Dates 

· History of his Private Publishing Firm FPP 

· FPP Policies and Staff 
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· The Global Vendetta waged against Mr Irving by the enemies of Free Speech 

· Notes for Counsel, 1970 

· Torpedo Running, 1985 

· A New Zealander's Independent (Jewish) assessment (1998) 

· David Irving answers some impertinent questions in 1996 

· J. Barlament has some rather impertinent questions to put to Mr Irving, Nov 2002 

· Fights off World-Wide Smear Campaign. 

· Lectures at Washington State University, April 13, 1998 

· Family and children 

· Family Line, traced back to Robert the Bruce 

· Archival discoveries 

· Broadcasts 

· TV Broadcast May 28-29, 1988 on Churchill's War 

· ABC Radio May 1996 

· September 18, 1991, Swedish National Television smear-documentary: "Wahrheit Macht Frei"
· Mr Irving's schooldays under attack by The Times


About the Author: 

  

DAVID IRVING was born in Essex, England, in 1938, the son of a Royal Navy commander and naval historian who fought in the Battle of Jutland in 1916, and the Arctic Convoy Battles in World War Two. 

Irving had a wide and varied education, in the arts at a public school, then switching to the sciences with an I.C.I. scholarship at London University (Imperial College). After working in Germany's Ruhr Valley as a steel worker [ID card, right] and in Spain as a stenographer for U.S. Strategic Air Command to perfect his knowledge of the two languages, he studied economics and political science at University College and the London School of Economics, London, until his first book, "The Destruction of Dresden", was published in April 1963. Written at age twenty-three, this book became an international best-seller, enabling him to become totally independent of academic institutions or editorial offices from that moment on. 

Since then, he has composed nearly thirty works of history, earning him the respect, gratitude, and sometimes unconcealed envy of other historians. 

Irving has received special recognition for his work with original source material, the diaries, letters, documents and archives of the era. He has generously donated all his files to public archives where other historians make use of them, sometimes even before his own manuscripts are complete. 

He has not dwelt solely on the military events of World War Two. His narrative of the Hungarian Uprising of 1956 attracted praise and two medals from the exiled community in Britain and from leading Hungarians still in the country. His investigation of the German atomic research programme in World War Two, the first such history, attracted praise in the media from legendary Nobel-Prize winning professors Otto Hahn and Werner Heisenberg and from the head of the U.S. "Manhattan Project", Lt. Gen. Leslie R. Groves. 

Irving is a lively and much sought-after public speaker, and has debated before the Oxford, Cambridge, and Durham university unions. A fluent linguist, he broadcasts and participates in the television programmes of Germany, Austria, France and Spain, as well as the United States and Britain. Major U.K. television programmes have been devoted to his work, including "Newsnight", "Tonight", "Panorama", "After Dark", and no fewer than four David Frost programmes. In the United States he has been interviewed for both "Good Morning America" and the N.B.C. "Today" show. 


Irving belongs to no political party, and is a man of independent -- critics say even radical -- views. He describes himself as a dissident historian, rather than revisionist. Legends about him proliferate: that he is a vegetarian, that his brother was killed in the war, that he is fabulously rich, that he is on the verge of bankruptcy. But his achievements are solid and well known. It was Irving who publicly exposed the "Hitler Diaries" as a fraud at the Stern press conference in Hamburg in April 1983 [picture, right]. 
Many of his claims are contentious, but turn out to be right: experts pooh-poohed his statement that a B.B.C. Children's Hour actor had stood in for Mr. Churchill in some of his famous 1940 speeches and broadcasts -- until American electronic speech analysis of the recordings proved him right. 

David Irving has lived for nearly thirty years in what Time Out recently described as an "elegant, anonymous" apartment in Duke Street, London's Mayfair, and is the father of four beautiful grown-up daughters. 

(3.8. 1991)
About the Author, 

a biographical letter, August 11, 1996 

 

EXPLANATION: In 1992 the Board of Deputies of British Jews, a powerful and secretive British organisation, smeared David Irving in a secret report sent to the League of Human Rights of the B’nai Brith Canada, to enable them to block his next visit to Canada. 
Only in 1994 did David Irving obtain, through Access to Information Act procedures, the report and establish that the Board was its author; he then sought High Court leave to commence (out of time) libel proceedings in Britain. 
First however he negotiated behind the scenes with the Board's lawyers for an amicable settlement, whereby the Board would agree to withdraw its lying document, and he would not claim damages. Anthony Julius, the Board's lawyer (photo), quite properly challenged Mr Irving on the veracity of the Board's allegations. This letter is the author's confidential reply, in which he herewith waives privilege.
 

	  

81 Duke Street, Grosvenor Square, London W1M 5DJ 

telephone 0171 499 9409; fax 409 7048 



London, Sunday August 11, 1996 

Your reference: 5/AJ/JLL/m 

Without Prejudice 

Dear Mr Julius, 

The Board of Deputies of British Jews 

First I must apologise for not having responded earlier substantively to your letter of March 5 [1996] with the enclosed Questionnaire.[Neither document is posted on this Website] 

I was stricken down with pneumonia for several weeks, and was then swept up with the affairs surrounding the successful U.K. publication of my latest book, and the U.S. non-publication of the same, which I shall adduce in due course as further evidence of the pecuniary damage that I have suffered because of the campaign mounted in Canada, Austria, Germany, South Africa and elsewhere by your clients or their agents. 

The Answers to the Questionnaire which you enclosed are as follows:- 

6.2 Irving claims that his father was also a polar explorer
1. Do you claim this?

ANSWER: No. I claim that he was "an author, Arctic explorer, and naval officer who served in the Battle of Jutland in 1916…" etc. See enclosed page from my biographical brochure TORPEDO RUNNING.

2. Was your father a polar explorer?

ANSWER: As a Royal Navy officer in the 1920s my father served on expeditions to Antarctica aboard HMS Discovery and the William Scoresby. 

COMMENT: The defamatory sting is in the word claims, since in the context of the Report complained of it implies that I am boasting about something knowing it to be untrue. 

8. Parents "divorced"
1. Did your parents divorce? If not, did they separate?

ANSWER: They were not divorced; they were separated, he living in North Wales, she with us in Essex. 

9. [No questions were asked.] 

10. "Untrue … 800 Washington Street, Key West, Florida."
1. What is the nature of your relationship with this address?

ANSWER: This is a hotel, at which I occasionally stayed from January 1987 when visiting Key West.

	  

2.2.5 "Untrue … civil war."
 1. Please tell us his full name. We will then seek independent verification.

ANSWER: My first wife's father was Enrique Stuyck Candela, who died aged 54 in February 1962, a few days after the death of his wife. He was a businessman with a Chemistry degree. He was never in the Spanish armed forces on either side. Like him, most of his family (brothers) were on the Republican side in the Spanish civil war; his brothers had to flee to South America after Generalisimo Francisco Franco came to power. Her mother's brother Enrique Roma Jover was shot by the communists in error (his father, the real target of the communist assassins, was already dead). 

COMMENT: The defamatory sting is in the innuendo that I deliberately married into a top Spanish falangist, fascist or militarist family. 

3.1/3.2.1. "let me state quite categorically that neither then nor since have I 'received funding or other material assistance from Nazis' even taking the broadest definition of those words."
1. Please explain which of the following groups and individuals you include in your 'broadest definition' of 'Nazis' to enable us to understand what you mean by this.

ANSWER: For the purposes of this answer I include the groups numbered by you 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 in this definition of the word "Nazis"; I do not exclude the possibility that one or other member of those groups may have, with or without my knowledge, purchased individual books or similar material either directly or indirectly from me in the normal course of my business as an historian, author, and publisher. As for the other numbers, while I am unable to adjudge whether they count as "Nazis" or not, the following data on my financial relations (or non-relations) with them should adequately serve the purposes of your Questionnaire: 

6. British National Party 1980 to present. I am not familiar with their programme or policies, so cannot judge if they are "Nazi" or not. I find that we (Focal Point Publications) have in the past supplied books to them, and on precisely the same terms as to other booksellers, i.e. not on more favourable terms. There is otherwise no other point of contact whatever between the BNP as such and myself or my publishing operation. 

7. Freedom Books/Videos. I have not heard of them, and they are not listed on my bookseller database. There is no other point of contact whatever between Freedom Books / Videos and myself or my publishing operation. 

8. John Tyndall. I hold this gentleman at arm's length. When CHURCHILL'S WAR vol. i was presented at a press conference aboard HMS Belfast in November 1987, Mr Tyndall was observed to be present: he had not been invited, and I conducted an internal inquiry as to how he came to be there. (It turned out that one of the guests had invited him, without my authorisation).

	  

9. Anthony Hancock. He has been one of the several printers used by us on a normal commercial basis over the last years. His right-wing views are well known. This fact no more dissuades me from using his firm than the fact that B & H Newman Printers [of London] were Jewish enjoined me from using their firm for many years (I stopped using the latter firm in 1994 after I learned that they had volunteered private materials on me and my book publications without consulting me and without my authorisation to a third party, namely a lawyer for a German plaintiff in a lawsuit). 

10. Gerhard Frey. Hired me for a series of history lecture tours in Germany from about 1982 to about 1988. His organisation awarded to me two certificates during this period, which were each linked with a cash award; one was called the Freedom Prize (I think), and the other the Rudel prize, named after a German WW2 fighter ace. As his organisation is legal, properly constituted under the Federal German law, and has never been banned, I do not consider the word "Nazi" would be appropriate for it. 

11. François Genoud. His views have become widely known since his recent death. When we met we never talked about his views, since our negotiations were purely those of an author and historian dealing with a man sitting on and controlling exclusive access to important caches of wartime documents. Since there was never any commercial or pecuniary relationship between us, on even the slightest scale, and no money between us ever changed hands, whether or not he was a "Nazi" is irrelevant. 

12. Ewald Althans. I first met this odd young man in October 1989; at that time he had views which to me were excitable rather than eccentric or extreme. He was not at that time a "Nazi" by any standard. He subsequently became relatively extreme (i.e. not advocating violence), and by 1991 it was plain to me that he had become a hired agent provocateur of the Federal German government. He subsequently, during his trial in Berlin, admitted as much. He thus became not so much a "Nazi" as a fake "Nazi". I made plain to him in 1991 that I wished nothing further to do with him, and I was very angry when--it now turns out, on German government pay--he turned up like a Bad Penny everywhere I was, whether in Los Angeles or Ontario. 

13. Jean Marie le Pen. There is no point of contact whatever between this gentleman (or his organisation) and myself or my publishing operation. We have never met, corresponded, or spoken. 

14. Ernst Zündel. I first met this gentleman in Ontario in November 1987, and in April 1988 I was accepted by the District Court in Toronto as an expert defence witness to give evidence as an historian at his trial on the charge of spreading false information. Along with the other witnesses called by the prosecution and defence, I was subsequently paid a witness-fee and expenses for the six days I was in Toronto. After many appeals and counter-appeals, he ultimately was cleared of the offence. I do not consider him to be a "Nazi," though he has been driven into adopting extreme positions by the organised Jewish harassment and the orchestrated violence to which he has been subjected.

	  

15. Kirk Lyons. See my attached affidavit [*], which provides the relevant data. I do not consider him to be a "Nazi" for the purposes of this Questionnaire. 

16. Nick Griffin. There is no point of contact whatever between this gentleman (or his organisation) and myself or my publishing operation. To the best of my belief we have never met or spoken. 

17. Eric D Butler. I do not consider him to be a "Nazi" for the purposes of this Questionnaire. Although it is possible that he, along with hundreds of other Australians, has contributed to the David Irving Fighting Fund (Australia) I have no proof of this as it is managed Down Under. 

18. Willis Carto. I do not consider him to be a "Nazi" for the purposes of this Questionnaire. Apart from receiving orthodox and modest fees for lecturing on two or three occasions on historical topics on which I had amassed expertise to the Institute for Historical Review (IHR) at the time when he was running it, I have received no funds from him. In 1993 he offered me a fee to write an article on his legal dispute with the IHR; having spent some days scrutinising the papers on the affair which he sent me, I declined the offer. 

19. Albert Speer. I consider him to be a "Nazi" for the purposes of this Questionnaire. 

20. National Front (1979). I am not familiar with their programme or policies, so cannot judge if they are "Nazi" or not. There was and is no point of contact whatever between the NF as such and myself or my publishing operation. 

21. Martin Webster. There was and is no point of contact whatever between this man as such and myself or my publishing operation. He on one brief occasion carried out typesetting work for us, under a pseudonym. When I learned of his real identity--which had not been known to me--I instructed my staff to make no further use of his firm. 

22. Martin Wingfield. There was and is no point of contact whatever between this man as such and myself or my publishing operation. 

3.2.3. "… opulent lifestyle"
1. Do you life in Mayfair?

ANSWER: I have lived since [November 1968] in north Mayfair; in 1985 I was given the opportunity to purchase a lease on my property at about half of its real value.

2. Do you or did you ever drive a Rolls-Royce?

ANSWER: In about 1977 I purchased for £9,000 a second hand Rolls Royce; I sold it twelve years later for £5,000. I bought it because of its low maintenance costs compared with the previous British Leyland cars I had driven.

3. Do you or did you ever travel extensively abroad?



[* Not posted here. This was provided at the request of the lawyers investigating the Oklahoma City bombing] 

	  

ANSWER: Working, yes.

4. Are your suits tailored?

ANSWER: I have two suits only, both tailored in February 1986.

5. Please provide accounts, as offered, for the periods 1960-69, 1970-79, 1980-89, and 1990-present.

ANSWER: Nice try. As it is my contention that your clients and their agents have gone to great lengths to try to ascertain and to deprive me and my family of our sources of livelihood I shall not at this at this stage provide such accounts, nor were they "offered" as you maintain. For the purposes of this Questionnaire I am prepared to instruct my accountant, who has been my accountant at all material times, to answer confidentially a Question framed by yourselves, along these lines:

"It has been suggested that your client David Irving enjoys an opulent lifestyle, and has done for many years. It does not seem that he could maintain such a standard of living without source of income other than his books. From your knowledge of his finances can you confirm whether 

(a) Mr Irving's lifestyle over the years that you have known him could reasonably be described as opulent? And whether 

(b) he has been funded by Nazis living abroad or in Britain?

"Or has he, in the alternative, sustained himself and his family entirely by royalties from his books, radio and television appearances, lecture income, and bank and other loans including loans from his family?"

4.1.
1. Have you ever published the Leuchter Report? Have you commented on it? Have you analysed its contents? What is your current view of it?

ANSWER: The Leuchter Report was not mentioned in my complaint of November 14. The answers are however as follows: Yes, trading as Focal Point Publications, in June 1989 I published the U.K. edition of what is commonly called the Leuchter Report, embellishing it with an Introduction in which I drew attention to its gravamen and to its shortcomings. My current view is that although flawed in peripheral details, it provided a worthwhile stimulus to the debate on the gas chambers issue; but that it has been supplanted and complemented by other revisionist research, notably by Jean-Claude Pressac's investigations, and by Germar Rudolf, at the time employed as an expert chemist by the Max Planck Foundation.

2. Do you acknowledge that Hitler was responsible for the mass shootings and mass gassings of approximately 6 million Jews in Nazi-occupied Europe during World War Two?

ANSWER: These allegations were not mentioned in my complaint of November 14. The answers are however as follows: As head of state, Hitler was responsible for any and all crimes within the areas over which he exercised authority at the time in which they were committed.

	  

1. "I was not dismissed as Editor of the Phoenix" [for the reason stated]
1. You describe Albert Vögler as a 'former Nazi". Please forward us a copy of your article on him.

ANSWER: It is not my duty to assist your clients in building their muck-raking archive. I did however spend an hour searching for a copy of The Phoenix (1956) containing the article by me which you requested--it was entitled "Hitler's Paymaster was a Guildsman," and had a photograph showing Hitler and ex City & Guilds student Fritz Thyssen [not Albert Vogler: that was a lapsus linguae by me] touring the Vereinigte Stahlwerke with Albert Vogler, which I remember obtaining from Hodder & Stoughton who had published Thyssen's book "I paid Hitler". That copy of The Phoenix is unaccountably missing from my file, but if it seems important I will try to obtain one.

2. Do you deny that you attempted to conceal the existence of your special supplement to Carnival Times, and that this was the reason for your dismissal by the relevant authorities?

ANSWER: There was no special supplement to Carnival Times; the pages were numbered consecutively right through. As editor, I had discretion on which articles to include and which to exclude. The university student authorities knew the identity of the printing firm, the Haycock Press, and no attempt was made at concealment. I was not dismissed; when the London Student Union announced that they disapproved of my choice of articles, I of course resigned. 

2. "The special supplement contained racist cartoons." 

1. Did the supplement contain any cartoons? If so please provide a copy. 

ANSWER: There was no supplement. The Carnival Times contained a dozen or so comic strips and cartoons of which one addressed the colour issue, being a stinging comment on the hypocrisy of Lefty students who proclaimed their solidarity with anti-apartheid campaigners but were not willing to march with Coloured students in their midst. Copies are attached herewith. 

3. "Alleged quotations" in the Daily Mail, May 1, 1959.
1. Which of the quotations in the article do you dispute?

ANSWER: I have dealt with this often over the intervening thirty-seven years, since your clients have never tired of ensuring that the quotations--shorn of their date!--are kept in circulation. I can answer your question most readily by including a copy of the schedule of errors which I drew up for Defence Counsel for the famous PQ.17 libel action twenty-six years ago.

2. The "mild fascist" quote has been used by numerous commentators since 1959. Have you objected to it before. If so when?

ANSWER: Yes, on every occasion that has been brought to my attention, until I have grown sick of it. See above answer. 

4. "It is libellous to state that I was active in the BUF."

	  

1. Have of have you had any other involvement or association with the Union Movement.

ANSWER: No.

2. Do you have any involvement with the Friends of Oswald Mosley or its publication Comrade?

ANSWER: No. 

1970-1980 

2. "Broome deliberately abandoned the convoy to Nazi U boats." 

1. What was the judgement of both the Court and the Court of Appeal? 

ANSWER: The quoted allegation is stated nowhere in the book The Destruction of Convoy PQ.17, and when Broome's lawyers authorised changes to enable the book to be published in a sanitised version not one of the changes impinged upon this allegation. The jury in the first instance found against the Defendants and awarded punitive damages; since in Counsel's Opinion their judgement did not accord with the evidence in Admiralty records which we offered as evidence, or with what was actually written in the book, the insurers of the First Defendant (Cassell & Co) authorised an appeal, which ultimately went to the House of Lords. Here it was adjudged that we had established one-third of our case, namely on the issue of Broome's disobedience to orders. In a subsequent Appeal to the Lords, he was ordered to pay one-third of the costs, and ruined, much to my regret. 

9. Otto Frank
1. Why did Ullstein remove the reference?

ANSWER: You would have to ask Ullstein. At no stage did they consult me, nor did they inform me, nor did they ask me to indemnify them. 

13. "Very few of my talks in Germany were organised by the GFP"
1. How many of your talks in Germany between 1970 and 1980 were organised by the GFP and can you prove this with documentation?

ANSWER: I estimate two or three such functions; I have no documentation other than the printed texts that were subsequently issued of the said talks.

2. How many of your talks in Germany between 1970 and 1980 were delivered at meetings organised by the GFP?

ANSWER: This appears to be the same question as No. 1?

3. Do you accept that GFP functions during this time (c. 1978) were regularly featured in the German neo-Nazi press, including Deutsche National-Zeitung, Deutsche Wochen-Zeitung, and Eckaltbote. Where else were the meetings advertised?

ANSWER: (a) I do not accept the adjective "neo-Nazi" for the first two newspapers, which so far as I am aware are not banned in Germany and never have been; (b) I have no information on whether GFP functions were regularly

	featured in these publications, as I do not subscribe to them; (c) I have never heard of Eckaltbote, nor have I seen a copy. I do not know where else the meetings were advertised, but I assume that they were advertised by direct mail to their extensive membership lists. Public advertisement of meetings was avoided, as it usually resulted in the attendance of violent opponents, organised and paid for by groups similar to your clients. 

27.
1. In which years has your name appeared on the public list of "Enemies of the State" of Germany.

ANSWER: You tell me! In my para. 27 I stated that this was the first that I had heard of this allegation which features in your clients' Report complained of.

2. What were the reasons for your inclusion on the list?

ANSWER: See above answer. I have considered it important to put in writing to the German office for the protection of the constitution (Verfassungsschutz) my protests about lies about me which they have included in their annual reports, but they have failed to respond or even answer.

3. When was Focal Point established? When did it cease publication?

ANSWER: (a) As an irregular newsletter, Focal Point began informally appearing in about 1980, and ceased publication in 1982. (b) Focal Point is now the imprint of my publishing firm. 

28. Clarendon Club
1. Which of the persons listed did you, or did you not, know?

ANSWER: Of those listed by your clients as present at the dinner, I have never knowingly met the following: Beardson, Chaldecott, Webber, Rushton, Griffin, Souter Clarence; I have met John Ormowe, a schoolteacher, but I have no knowledge of his association with any "Column 88"--as is the innuendo of the words in brackets after his name. According to my computer records however the first Focal Point was sent to Chaldecott and Rushton, in 1980/1; and on April 20, 1994 Rushton sent an unsolicited donation to the David Irving Legal Fighting Fund.

2. Which of the persons' "alleged associations" (affiliations) are correct, and which are incorrect?

ANSWER: Tell your clients to do their own research! If I never knowingly met them, and do not know them, how could I answer except with speculation.

3. What exactly do you "not believe to be true?"

ANSWER: That I was aware of their alleged affiliations.

4. Did you buy the National Front mailing list in 1979? If so, why?

ANSWER: I did not personally buy the list, and this is the first time I have heard of this allegation. I would have to locate and ask my then secretary about

	  

his activities. At about that time (I would have said 1980/1/2) we bought several mailing lists, including that of the Young Conservatives or their university association, with the intention of trying mailshots of Focal Point to them.

5. Did Focal Point advertise for secretaries of Far Right groups to sell their mailing lists to Focal Point?

ANSWER: See above. My secretary placed advertisements in, I believe, Spectator, for general secretaries of right-wing and conservative (but not "Far right") groups to sell their mailing lists to us.

6. (a) Who joined the Clarendon Club? (b) You are the proprietor and General Secretary, who else holds, or has held, official positions in the Clarendon Club?

ANSWERS: (a) In general, respectable collar-and-tie people who ate with a knife and fork. We had no screening process, so it is impossible to be more specific. At its most recent head-count it comprised 962 names. (b) You are not entitled to this information, in my view.

7. Where did you promote or advertise the Clarendon Club?

ANSWER: Nowhere; except by direct mailing handbills to its mailing list. 

18. Rudel
1. Did you attend a memorial meeting or service for Hans Ulrak [Ulrich] Rudel?

ANSWER: Not that I recall. If your clients provide a date, I will search my diaries. Your clients after all make the allegation.

2. If so, when and where was it?

ANSWER: Your clients make the allegation. They must know.

3. Did you speak at it?

ANSWER: Depends on if there was such a function. I recall speaking once briefly about Rudel's exploits as a tank-killer on the eastern front, but to my recollection he was still alive at that time.

4. Who was it organised by?

ANSWER: Depends on if there was such a function.

5. Approximately how many people attended?

ANSWER: Depends on if there was such a function.

6. Was Rudel a member of the group who organised the meeting?

ANSWER: Depends on if there was such a function. Even if so, I have no means of knowing if he was or was not a member of the organising group. It's all rather vague--meaning your questioning. 

1982 - 1984 

10. "I have never heard of WISE"
1. WISE was one of a number of prominent Far Right groups in Britain at this time. Are you sure you have never heard of it? If you have heard of it, what was your relationship with it, and its leading activists.

	  

ANSWER: I have never heard of WISE. 

  

1984 - 1985 

4. Visit to North London Polytechnic & Patrick Harrington
1. Are you aware that this was reported in Time Out 10-16.5.84. Did you dispute this report when it first appeared?

ANSWER: I do not subscribe to Time Out. I have no recollection of such a meeting. I have genuinely searched all my pocket notebooks for 1984 and find no trace of the meeting. I cannot rule out that my memory is at fault. I would first have to check my main diaries for 1984, which are at present inaccessible. From what I hear lately, Mr Harrington speaks most disparagingly of me. 

  

1988 - 1989 

1. Churchill's War
1. Where in the report does it state that "Michael Joseph Limited rejected Churchill's War owing to the severity of its attacks on Churchill"?

ANSWER: Paragraph 1, lines 4 - 6. See attached photocopy.

2. What in this paragraph is untrue and can you supply documentation to prove this?

ANSWER: I stated in my letter of Complaint, November 14, what was untrue. Yes, I can supply documentation to prove it and shall do so in due course under the RSC rules on Discovery. The same editor [Alan Brook] (formerly at Michael Joseph) only recently phoned me to state that he is eagerly awaiting volume ii, since he would like to publish my entire Churchill opus as a boxed set. 

  

6. Berlin Document Centre 

1. Please provide the relevant correspondence. See attached photocopies. [Not posted on this Website] 

14. War Crimes Leaflet
1. What is your relationship with Focal Point Publications?

ANSWER: It is the publishing imprint under which I do business and publish and distribute books by myself and other authors.

2. Do you know Anthony Hancock?

ANSWER: Yes. I have commercial relations with his Print Factory. See above.

	  

1990 - 1991 

 6. March in Munich
1. Verfassungsschutzbericht 1991 states that the Munich County Court fined you over DM7,000 because of an unregistered gathering in Munich on 21.4.90. Do you have documentation to the contrary?

ANSWER: See my comments on the Verfassungsschutz above. They do not respond to letters in which I draw their attention to errors. Their report appears to be largely compiled from press clippings. I have a very bulky file arising from that episode, about ten inches thick; so yes, I do have documentation to the contrary. In summary: After I spoke at a public meeting in Munich on April 21, 1990 I was arrested on the way back to my hotel and accused of participating (actually "leading") an unlicensed demonstration. (Germany is not yet a free-speech country). This allegation was dropped, when it was determined by the police that the demonstration--of which I had not even been part--was actually not an unlicensed one. 

Instead I was now charged with what I had stated at the foregoing meeting, namely that the gas chamber shown to tourists at Auschwitz is a fake built after the war. This fact has now been confirmed by the Polish authorities as true; they admit the building was constructed in 1948. Nonetheless I was fined first DM3,000 in absentia, which fine was raised to DM10,000 at the first instance, which fine was increased to DM30,000 on January 13, 1993 because I refused to recant. (Why, indeed, should I? What I had said was true, as has now been confirmed by the French weekly news magazine L'Express, January 26, 1995). 

7. "Hitler book and the Jewish Question"
1. What is your relationship with the Faksimile Verlag Bremen publication, "Adolf Hitler und die Judenfrage"?

ANSWER: I am currently only under contract with Faksimile Verlag, or its dependants, to produce two works: (a) Nuremberg, the Last Battle; (b) the Eichmann Papers. The first is the translation of the book which Focal Point are to publish in October. The latter is a facsimile edition of Eichmann's papers, which were handed to me in Buenos Aires in October 1991, with a commentary and introduction by me. Faksimile Verlag may represent this as being the first of a series of volumes under the rubric, Hitler and the Jewish Question. I don't know. 

8. IHR Newsletter
1. Who was the "British principal"?

ANSWER: I don't know. It was not I. Like it or not, there are sixty million other British citizens. I am not an official of the IHR, nor privy to their secrets. I can inquire, if you wish.

2. Do you accept that the IHR is a legal organisation?

ANSWER: Yes.

	 

7.4. Churchill's War
1. Are these quotations not your own, as reported in the press?

ANSWER: They are not quotations from any of my works, including CHURCHILL'S WAR. Nor would I ever use such language. Nor do I believe everything I read in the press. 

6.1.
1. You state, "No ban on entering Germany has ever been notified to me." Are you claiming that you have never been banned from Germany?

ANSWER: The reference is to the years up to 1991, and to an Einreiseverbot, which is different from the Aufenthaltsverbot. There was word-of-mouth report that a ban had been issued against my entering Germany, i.e. the Einreiseverbot. I was never notified of this, however, despite entering Germany many times. The authorities were legally unable to expel me in the absence of an Aufenthaltsverbot. In November 1993 I was handed this latter document (Aufenthaltsverbot) by agents of Germany's political police in a restaurant in Munich. I have not visited Germany since then. As said, not for the first time in its existence Germany is no longer a free-speech country.

2. If you have been banned, when was the ban effective?

ANSWER: See above for answer.

3. What meetings did you speak at?

ANSWER: By this time I had established a large circle of individual private friends and supporters in Germany, and these private individuals organised local audiences for me to address. I do not propose to identify these individuals. As said, Germany is no longer a free-speech country and I do not want to endanger them.

4. Who organised them?

ANSWER: See above.

5. Where and how were they publicised?

ANSWER: See above.

6. Who attended them?

ANSWER: See above. 

8. "The Waterstone's group has never 'refused to sell' my book HITLER'S WAR"
1. There are numerous reports from 1992 in which you criticise branches of Waterstone's for withdrawing Hitler's War from sale, and declare that you will distribute it yourself. Are you now saying that this has never happened?

ANSWER: In November 1991 Focal Point republished a special edition of HITLER'S WAR (which is now sold out). Initially Waterstone's stocked it well. Individual branches of Waterstone's--in Norwich, Newcastle, Nottingham,--came under physical attack, as local Jewish groups organised window-smashing festivities, rather like Kristallnacht (or the Nazi Book-burning--I am not

	sure which is the most apposite simile here). At that time Waterstone's shops were all part of a chain owned by Mr Tim Waterstone. He wrote to me assuring me that his company would never condone censorship of any sort. A few misguided Marxist department heads within his stores individually decided not to stock my books. The "Waterstone's group" never refused to sell the book however, and it has been selling the latest book, GOEBBELS. MASTERMIND OF THE THIRD REICH very powerfully (it is now owned, I understand, by W H Smith). 

----

 

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS
  

You will recall that my purpose in submitting to this Questionnaire was to enable your clients to satisfy themselves that the Report or Reports on me which they had written and published and which had found its or their way into the secret files of various foreign governments was or were essentially not only defamatory but untrue. 

I observe that your Questionnaire does not ask questions about very many of the defamatory statements about which I made complaint, which fact I take as tacit acceptance by your goodselves that no defence is contemplated on those points. I hope that you will accept that on those points about which you still had questions, namely those voiced in the Questionnaire, my answers establish that your clients' defamatory remarks were also untrue. 

May I point out that regardless of the date on which the report or reports complained of were first composed and published by your clients to third parties, they were marked Confidential and Secret, and they were withheld from my attention as the aggrieved party until years later; and that as recently as September 7 of last year your clients were stoutly denying that they had maintained any such reports (a denial which they were not however prepared to swear in an affidavit). It was not until December that you very properly admitted that your clients were the originators of the report or reports complained of, i.e. it was only then that I knew "all the facts relevant" to the cause of action (Limitation Act 1980 as amended by the Administration of Justice Act 1985). I do now however have my eye firmly on the clock. In the event that we fail rapidly to reach agreement as contemplated in our Without Prejudice correspondence, I shall make timely application to a Master for permission to commence proceedings under the Defamation Act 1952. 

If these proceedings are to be conducted in the open, they will be more painful than the settlement which I put in prospect. 

As you know, I am not seeking monetary compensation from your clients, subject to our reaching agreement on other matters, namely that your clients agree in writing to withdraw the report or reports complained of in their entirety, admitting that they are defamatory and untrue in essential parts and undertaking not to repeat the defamatory and untrue statements contained therein; this agreement to remain confidential to all parties, except that I shall have the right to disclose it to those persons to whom the original report or reports complained of were published or otherwise disclosed.

	  

I have, it is worth remarking, last year obliged a major Sunday newspaper to pay very substantial damages for just one of precisely the kind of libels contained in the reports complained of in the present correspondence (Queen's Bench 1995 No. I-1803). On May 1 this year furthermore I served a Writ under the Act against The Observer for essentially the same kind of libels (Queen's Bench 1996 No. I-604). Only this last week I have settled out of court, again with the payment of damages, an action which I brought against a West End hotel (CL.535062) which had been encouraged by people none too distant from your clients to violate a contract between us; I am, you will understand, enjoined under the Consent Order from publishing details. I am also about to issue a Writ under the Act against two firms of publishers and the authoress Deborah Lipstadt, and I have issued the first warning letter to the British distributors of the Swedish newspaper Svenska Dagbladet preparatory to serving a Writ for libel on them too, as well as commencing proceedings under ch. 5 of Sweden's Criminal Code for slander. 

Let us therefore proceed swiftly to the painless settlement of my complaint against the Board of Deputies, your clients, along the lines that I proposed. Failing which, I shall make application to the High Court Master on or before September 3 for leave to commence proceedings. 

Yours sincerely, 

 [image: image35.png]


 

David Irving 

  

Mishcon de Reya, Solicitors
• attn.: Anthony Julius •
21 Southampton Row
London WC1B 5HS 
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AUTHOR DAVID IRVING with Jessica, the youngest of his five daughters


BORN ON March 24, 1938, David Irving is the son of a Royal Navy commander. Imperfectly educated at Imperial College of Science & Technology and at University College London, he subsequently spent a while in Germany working in a Thyssen steel mill and perfecting his fluency in the German language. Among his thirty books the best-known include Hitler's War; The Trail of the Fox: The Life of Field-Marshal Rommel; Accident, the Death of General Sikorski; The Rise and Fall of the Luftwaffe, and Göring: a Biography. He has translated several works by other authors. He has lived for thirty years in Grosvenor Square, London, and is the father of five daughters. The youngest is Jessica, five-and-a-half; the others, Josephine (who died tragically in 1999), Pilar, Paloma, and Beatrice are somewhat older. See David Irving: Information for Counsel on my Background (1970) and Torpedo Running (1985). He donated all his research files to leading German archives.




In 1963 Mr Irving published The Destruction of Dresden. This became a best-seller in many countries. He is widely-known for the depth of his archival research. Among his works published only in German is a documentation on the notorious 1944 Morgenthau Plan. In 1996 he issued a revised edition of Dresden, Apocalypse 1945 as well as his important biography, Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reich; 1999 will see publication of the massive second volume of Churchill's War. He is currently working on an edition of the papers of Adolf Eichmann which came into his possession, and studying the feasibility of a biography of Heinrich Himmler. 





Irving, David: personal...
Irving, David: press items...
	Some of the Items in David Irving's Press Clipping Library 

http://www.fpp.co.uk/docs/press/index.html


· Private Eye published on Feb 27, 1970 a memorable skit on Mr Justice Lawton's summing-up in the PQ17 libel action 

· Auberon Waugh asked: "I cannot help asking myself what sort of truth requires these sanctions" after Germany fined David Irving $20,000 

· Mr Irving "risked 1970 prosecution" over secrets on Field Marshal Milch 

· 1987: Prof. Richard Evans scoffed that Germany would never be reunified (but Mr Irving got it right) 

· The New Republic, Oct 1996: Jacob Heilbrunn meets the real David Irving 

· Aftonbladet declares (Mar 2000) that Australia has again banned David Irving's entry 

· Evening Standard (London): Auschwitz comes to Court No 73 

· CBC Radio interviews Don Guttenplan [text and audio] 

· The Times: Irving 'doesn't deserve to be called a historian' 

· Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ): Alle Zeugen lügen 
· FAZ: Guten Tag, Herr Professor 

· Die Welt: David Irving oder Wie man alles leugnet... 

· The Toronto Sun: Publish and be damned 
· Irving's opinion of Hitler is perverse, claims Keegan 

· National Post (Toronto): David Irving v. the dead 

· The Guardian: Court 73 - where history is on trial 

· Ha'aretz, Israel: 'I find the Holocaust endlessly boring' 

· FAZ Feb 2, 2000: Wer nicht gegen mich ist, der ist für mich 

· L A Jewish Journal appeals for letters of support to Lipstadt 

· The Times: England's black cricketers left Irving 'queasy' 

· National Post (Toronto): Irving repeats 'denier' accusations on his Web site 
· The Daily Telegraph: Irving 'sang racist poem to daughter in her pram' 

· The Times: Diary reveals Irving's ode to Aryans 

· FAZ: Nicht einmal Historiker: David Irving setzt in seinem Prozeß gern auf unbelegte Zahlen [German] 

· The Daily Telegraph: Irving not anti-Semitic, libel case told 

· The Washington Times: Neo-Nazis have short memories 
· FAZ, Feb 3, 2000: David Irving setzt in seinem Prozeß gern auf unbelegte Zahlen 
· Irving not anti-Semitic, libel case told 
· The Independent, London: 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.fpp.co.uk/docs/trial/Independent290100.html" \t "_blank" The Curse of Revisionism 

· Line One News: Auschwitz Document: 'Shows Genocidal Use', Court told 

· London Jewish News' Vicious Smear -- Calls trial timing "convenient" for Irving 
· Dagbladet (Norway): Stiller spørsmål | Asking questions 

· Michael Berenbaum in the L A Times: The Growing Assault on the Truth of Absolute Evil 

· Jewish Chronicle, Jan 28, 2000: Irving: gas chambers 'not used for killing' 

· Süddeutsche Zeitung: Die Tücke der Wahrheitsfindung: David Irvings Klage um die Auschwitz-Lüge 

· Historian accused of right-wing extremism 

· Blair welshes on promise to outlaw Holocaust denial 

· Der Anzügliche: Vor Gericht: Irving macht Öffentlichkeitsarbeit 

· Difficult to counter the deniers, says Goteborgs Posten [Swedish] [English] 

· No poison supply at Auschwitz, says Irving--Press Association dispatch 

· The Times: Auschwitz death chambers 'a moral certainty' 

· El Pais, Madrid: Los purificadores, by well known writer Mario Vargas Llosa [in Spanish] 

· Atlanta Journal Constitution: Holocaust skeptic admits use of flawed evidence | Historians' views clash in court 

· The Guardian: Author tells of "massive" proof for gas chambers 
· The Times, Jan 24, 2000: Cyanide was used to kill lice' claims Irving 

· Lies and the Holocaust, Politiken, Jan 25, 2000 

· Associated Press report, Jan 24, 2000 

· Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung: Irving präsentiert einen Zeugen 

· Pittsburgh Post-Gazette reports Jan 23, 2000 on the trial 

· David Irving nails Andrew Roberts' latest lie in The Sunday Telegraph 

· Madrid's El Mundo has an super-neutral gossip piece by Bernard Henry-Levy [in Spanish] 

· Chicago Tribune, Jan 23, 2000: Defender of Hitler Sues Critics -- and puts Holocaust on Trial 

· Tagesspiegel, Berlin: The mediocre monster wasting the High Court's time | [English] 

· Australian Jewish News Herald Sun forced to Suppress Lipstadt-Trial Poll Results | on role of Lipstadt in suppressing St Martins press edition of Goebbels biography 

· The Times: Irving insists that Hitler did not order the Holocaust 

· In Sydney Morning Herald, Alan Gold says "Philosophy of hate has no room for truth " (and he invents new word: denialism) 

· Liberation (Paris): Irving est un homme dangereux, parce qu'il a du talent 

· Chicago Tribune reports trial opening, Jan 12, 2000 

· Daily Telegraph, Jan 18, 2000: Nazi trains carried ample food for Jews, says Irving 

· New York Daily News, Jan 16, 2000: Putting the Holocaust on Trial 

· Tampa Tribune prints a reader's squeal

	· Die Welt surveys first trial week Jan 17, 2000 

· profil (Vienna) interviews David Irving about Lipstadt trial 
· The Times, Jan 13, 2000: Irving says Holocaust 'logistically impossible' 

· Daily Telegraph, Jan 13, 2000: Mass gassing of Jews not feasible, says Irving 
· Jan 12, 2000 N Y Times reports opening statements in High Court libel case againsst Lipstadt 

· The Guardian reports (Jan 8, 2000) on coming Lipstadt libel action 

· Taz, Berlin: dialogue between ADL and internet expert on "rightwing" website dangers 

· Newsday, Long Island, reports on coming "trial of the century" (David Irving v Penguin, Lipstadt) 

· "Emory's Deborah Lipstadt prepares to do battle with Holocaust Denier David Irving", Atlanta Jewish Times, Oct 8, 2000 

· Oct 28, 2000 Manhatten Jewish Sentinel fears "dangerous" Irving's London action could put Holocaust itself on trial 

· Nov 18, 2000, The Irish Times OpEd backs David Irving 

· Nov 16, 2000: Riot in Ireland, Police halt David Irving Speech: Dublin, Cork items 

· Worried report by Jerusalem Post, Sept 24, 2000, about the January 2000 London libel action against Deborah Lipstadt 

· Adam LeBor in Jewish Chronicle criticises Union of Jewish Students for its plans to disrupt performances of a controversial play, repeating mistake it made against Mr Irving in 1981 

· Gitta Sereny has a bee in her bonnet about Mrs Fröhlich and Mr Irving (S. Times, Jul 24, 1977) 

· Der Spiegel editorial heaps praise on David Irving, August 21, 1978 [[image: image41.png]


 in German] 

· Daily Telegraph, August 21, 1984 Hitler Diaries Trial Opens. David Irving gives evidence 

· The Times, July 11, 1986: "Historian wins action over deportation" 

· Toronto Star and Globe & Mail, April 23, 1988: report on David Irving's testimony in Zündel hearing [[image: image42.png]


 in German] 

· Jewish Chronicle, London, June 23, 1989: "Storm over 'evil' book" [The Leuchter Report] 

· Jewish Chronicle, London, June 30, 1989: "Irving publisher's won't drop him" 

· Jewish Chronicle, London, November 24, 1989: "Wanted: David Irving" 

· Daily Telegraph, Mar 9, 1990, quotes Irving on German journalists: "the horizon of a lavatory lid" 

· dpa [agency]-profile, June 18, 1990: "Historiker David Irving auf dem Weg in die deutsche Politik"[[image: image43.png]


 in German] 

· La Nación, Buenos Aires, October 18, 1991: "La DAIA advirtió sobre un 'agitador internacional'" [in Spanish] 

· Evening Standard, Jan 1992: "Books that Offend" (bookshop cancels signing) 

· Johannesburg Star, May 6, 1992: report on Munich court hearing 

· The Daily Telegraph, May 6, 1992: German court rejects Irving appeal 

· The Cape Times, Capetown, Jun 5, 1992: "Visa snag for rightist" 

· The New Statesman, July 10, 1992: "Bad and Dangerous" by David Cesarani [with David Irving's comments] 

· Allgemeine jüdische Wochenzeitung, Bonn, July 16, 1992: "Moskaus Archive bringen neue Wahrheiten ans Licht." [[image: image44.png]


 in German] 

· Sam Dickson writes to Sunday Times, July 26, 1992: no links to the Klan 

· The Oregonian, Oct 16, 1992: "Group Blasts Revisionist Historian Irving" 

· The Atlanta Journal, Oct 21, 1992: Levitas and his Mobspitters disrupt Smyrna lecture 

· The Province, Vancouver, British Columbia, Oct 29, 1992: "Cops nab Irving ... in Victoria." 

· Canadian Jewish News, Toronto, November 3, 1992: "Irving Defies Law" 

· Toronto Sun, November 14, 1992: "Irving Booted Out of Canada" | "Racists Clash With Foes " 

· Boston Jewish Advocate, Dec 1992: "Australia Urged to Bar Entry of Holocaust Denier" 

· When The Observer had to retract an attack on Mr Irving, Jan 17, 1993 

· Kitchener-Waterloo Record, Ontario, Canada, Sunday Feb 13, 1993: "Australia bans Nazi apologist" 

· New Zealand Herald, February 25, 1993, analyses origins of Jewish influence on successive Australian governments 

· The Dominion, New Zealand, April 3, 1993:"NZ unlikely to ban right-wing historian" 

· Sam Lipski reviews Irving video in The Australian, May 21, 1993 

· May 30, 1993: Australian newspapers report: "Israeli secret agents linked with bugging" device found in Irving Video Censorship Bureau 

· Scottish Jewish Telegraph , May 28, 1993: "Israel has only 10 years left, says Holocaust row man" 

· Robert Manne explains The Age, July 7, 1993, why he denies David Irving a right to free speech (because he disagrees with him) 

· The Age, Melbourne, Sept. 19, 1994 Prof. Laurence Maher states that the Migration Act was passed "to keep David Irving out of Australia." 

· Brighton Evening Argus, August 26, 1994: Thug's defence lawyer tells court that Mr Irving had been overheard saying he was on his way to desecrate a Jewish cemetery | Daily Telegraph and Independent on same court hearing 

· The Oregonian, October 10, 1994 

· San Francisco Chronicle, October 14, 1994: "Author's Talk Spurs Anti-Nazi Protest" 
· March 8, 1996: Jewish Bulletin of Northern California has Jewish Telegraph Agency article linking David Irving to Oklahoma City bombing. 

· Le Soleil, Montreal, April 5, 1996: "L'historien révisionniste David Irving est mis en échec" [in French] 

· The Detroit News, June 4, 1996: "Old moral equivalency remains alive." 

· Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, Sept. 27, 1996, on the day David Irving won a court victory for free speech 

· Libellous article by Michael Kapel in Australia/Israel Review, Oct 1, 1996: "Hitler's Willing Helpers." 

· Dagbladet, Oslo, February 27, 1997 [in Norwegian] 

· Australian Herald Sun, December 11, 1997: "New ban on Irving" 

· New York Times, January 21, 1998: "Hitler's Genocide Order: 5 Days After Pearl Harbor?" 

· The Willamette Week, April 22, 1998 

· The Calgary Herald, July 29, 1998: "Brink's suspect linked to white supremacists" 

· The Independent (London) March 22, 2000 reviews Nick Fraser's TV smear-film Journey to the Far Right 

· Berliner Morgenpost: When did Göring say "Call me Meier?" -- if at all [in German] 

· Sydney Morning Herald Feature article Apr 17, 2000 on Germany's Arrest of historian Fredrick Toben 

· Central Washington University newspaper The Observer, May 6, 2000: "David Irving speaks to a packed Chavez Theater Tuesday" 

· New York Times, Jun 26, 2000, asks, "Can a Holocaust skeptic still be a great historian? British writer David Irving's books have been praised by some of the most eminent scholars in his field." 

· Ellensburg student (?) Bruce Herman says that hearing Irving speak at the US university was (for him) unpleasant. (Two hundred students disagreed).
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