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Introduction
i
 

We are facing two big antisemitic movements today: first the Iranian threat against 

Israel and the Jews in particular, Muslim or Islamic antisemitism in general. Second we are 

facing a distortion of history, especially in Eastern Europe, Europe as a whole, and  Ameri-

ca and the Western world alike: trivialization or soft-core denial of the Holocaust.  

Last year I spoke at the third International Conference on Antisemitism at the University 

of West Bohemia in the city of Plzen, Czech Republic, about secondary antisemitism and 

soft-core denial of the Holocaust. I would like to continue this analysis. One of my exam-

ples was German philosopher Martin Heidegger who in 1949 compared “gas chambers” 

with “motorized agriculture.“ I call this the universalization of the Holocaust and the denial 

of the unprecedented crimes of the Shoah, a “soft-core Holocaust denial” (in contrast to 

hard-core Neo-Nazi or Iranian, Muslim and Arab style Holocaust denial).ii Did anyone hear 

about the “Kaunas declaration of rewriting history by trivializing the Holocaust”? Probably 

not. Such a declaration does not exist. Lithuanian politicians, scholars and activists are a bit 

more tricky, or sophisticated. They convinced a number of people from around the world by 

hosting them during nice “remembrance” events in Lithuania, by organizing symposia, con-

ferences, declarations, working groups etc. to join them in trivializing the Holocaust by 

framing this process as  a study of totally “equal” totalitarian regimes, or, as it has been 

called for short by critics, “red equals brown.”iii    
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The most recent attempt to distort history and to trivialize the Holocaust is the Prague 

Declaration. Huge efforts, particularly by Lithuanian politicians, activists and scholars and 

their Western friends have been made to promote this form of “secondary antisemitism”, a 

rejection of remembrance of the Shoah AS unprecedented crimes against humanity. 

1) What is the Prague Declaration 

As mentioned this declaration was adopted on June 3, 2008. The core of the declaration is 

the following: “Bearing in mind the dignified and democratic future of our European home, 

• whereas societies that neglect the past have no future, 
• whereas Europe will not be united unless it is able to reunite its history, recognize 

Communism and Nazism as a common legacy and bring about an honest and thorough 
debate on all the totalitarian crimes of the past century,” 

They go on to urge the EU to establish a court to deal with “Communist crimes” like the 
Nuremberg Trial dealt with German crimes. Furthermore they call for a specific Europe-
wide remembrance day, August 23, the day of the so called Hitler-Stalin Pact. 

They call for 

“establishment of 23rd August, the day of signing of the Hitler-Stalin Pact, known as the 
Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, as a day of remembrance of the victims of both Nazi and Com-
munist totalitarian regimes, in the same way Europe remembers the victims of the Holo-
caust on January 27th.” 

They further demand 

“•  reaching an all-European understanding that both the Nazi and Communist totalitarian 

regimes each to be judged by their own terrible merits to be destructive in their policies of 

systematically applying extreme forms of terror, suppressing all civic and human liberties, 

starting aggressive wars and, as an inseparable part of their ideologies, exterminating and 

deporting whole nations and groups of population; and that as such they should be consi-

dered to be the main disasters, which blighted the 20th century,  

•  recognition that many crimes committed in the name of Communism should be assessed 

as crimes against humanity serving as a warning for future generations, in the same way 

Nazi crimes were assessed by the Nuremberg Tribunal (…).“iv 
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This should suffice in enabling us to understand the intentions of those who wrote and 

signed this Prague Declaration: they are saying that the Holocaust was a crime, but not worse 

or totally different than other “crimes” of the Soviet Union or “Communist totalitarian re-

gimes.” This is antisemitic because it trivializes the unprecedented crimes of the Shoah. I will 

analyze the specifics of those unprecedented crimes later.   

Finally, and this is even ironic, they want to dictate to all of the European Union how to 

write the history of the 20th century in textbooks for pupils: 

“adjustment and overhaul of European history textbooks so that children could learn and be 
warned about Communism and its crimes in the same way as they have been taught to assess 
the Nazi crimes”.  

 It sounds rather like former fans of Soviet style want to keep on rewriting history. As 

if one were to say: “We know the truth and Treblinka, Buchenwald or Sobibor were as hor-

rible as ….”  as what, I ask? To what do those people compare the Holocaust? The dictator-

ship of Stalin? Or Brezhnev? It is in a way funny that people who (for good reasons!) detest 

Soviet style ideology of “truth” or “peace” themselves want to dictate by law (!) how to 

write textbooks. Let us finally have a look at the founding signatories: 

“We, participants of the Prague Conference "European Conscience and Communism", 

address all peoples of Europe, all European political institutions including national 

governments, parliaments, European Parliament, European Commission, Council of 

Europe and other relevant international bodies [bold type in original] or, and call on 

them to embrace the ideas and appeals stipulated in this Prague Declaration and to imple-

ment them in practical steps and policies. 

Founding Signatories: 
 
Václav Havel, former dissident and President of Czechoslovakia / the Czech Republic, Czech Republic 

Joachim Gauck, former Federal Commissioner for the Stasi archives, Germany 

Göran Lindblad, Vice-president of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, Member of Parlia-
ment, Sweden 

Vytautas Landsbergis, Member of the European Parliament, former dissident and President of Lithuania, Lithua-
nia 

Jana Hybášková, Member of the European Parliament, Czech Republic 

Christopher Beazley, Member of the European Parliament, United Kingdom 

Tunne Kelam, Member of the European Parliament, former dissident, Estonia 

Jiří Liška, Senator, Vice-chairman of the Senate, Parliament of the Czech Republic, Czech Republic 

Martin Mejstřík, Senator, Parliament of the Czech Republic, Czech Republic 

Jaromír Štětina, Senator, Parliament of the Czech Republic, Czech Republic 

Emanuelis Zingeris, Member of Parliament, Lithuania, Chairman, International commission for the assessment 
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of crimes of the Nazi and Soviet occupation regimes in Lithuania, Lithuania 

Tseten Samdup Chhoekyapa, Representative of His Holiness the Dalai Lama, Geneva, Tibet, Switzerland 

Ivonka Survilla, Exile President of Belorussia, Canada 

Zianon Pazniak, Chairman of the People’s National Front of Belorussia, Chairman of the Belorussian Conserva-
tive Christian Party, United States 

Růžena Krásná, former political prisoner, politician, Czech Republic 

Jiří Stránský, former political prisoner, writer, former PEN club chairman, Czech Republic 

Václav Vaško, former political prisoner, diplomat, catholic activist, Czech Republic 

Alexandr Podrabinek, former dissident and political prisoner, journalist, Russian Federation 

Pavel Žáček, Director, Institute for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes, Czech Republic 

Miroslav Lehký, Vice-director, Institute for the Study of Totalitarian Regimes, Czech Republic 

Łukasz Kamiński, Vice-director, Institue of National Remembrance, Poland 

Michael Kißener, professor of history, Johann Gutenberg University, Mainz, Germany 

Eduard Stehlík, historian, Vice-director, Institute for Military History, Czech Republic 

Karel Straka, historian, Institute for Military History, Czech Republic 

Jan Urban, journalist, Czech Republic 

Jaroslav Hutka, former dissident, songwriter, Czech Republic 

Lukáš Pachta, political scientist and writer, Czech Republic 
 

The Prague Declaration was well prepared in Lithuania and the Baltics. For example, 

in November 2007 the Lithuanian EU group announced meetings with high-ranking EU of-

ficials to deal with the equalization of Nazi and Soviet crimes.v In January 2008 a confe-

rence was held to go further in this direction, including MPs of the European Parliament, 

scholars, and activists.vi After the Prague Declaration was signed in June 2008, other resolu-

tions and declarations have been made, too, in a seemingly endless series of steps. These in-

cludean EU Parliament resolution on “European conscience and totalitarianism”vii and a 

“Vilnius Declaration” of the entire OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, passed in July 2009. 

The latter declaration says: 

“Noting that in the twentieth century European countries experienced two major totalitarian 
regimes, Nazi and Stalinist, which brought about genocide, violations of human rights and 
freedoms, war crimes and crimes against humanity.”viii 

 

In a press release and statement by Dr. Shimon Samuels director for International Rela-

tions of the Simon Wiesenthal Center’s Paris office, related to another event at the EU 

OSCE early in October 2009, he states: 

“Warsaw, 5 October 2009 
In a Statement to the 56 member state Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe 
(OSCE), Office of Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR), Human Dimension 
Implementation Meeting (HDIM), the Simon Wiesenthal Centre's Chief Delegate and Direc-
tor for International Relations, Dr. Shimon Samuels, exposed a new form of antisemitism 
emanating from East-Central Europe.”ix 

Samuels goes on in his analysis: 
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“Given the antisemitic, racist and Holocaust distortionist motives and practice associated with 
the Prague Declaration and related resolutions and proposals, this matter should be of urgent 
concern to the States Parties of the OSCE. Thus, the Wiesenthal Centre hereby urges ODIHR 
to note and condemn the pernicious intent of this campaign." 

 

This Vilnius Declaration, like the Prague Declaration, exemplifies the distortion of history 

and the inability of today’s Europe at the very least to clarify terms and expressions. There 

is an unbridgeable gap between the Holocaust and “violation of human rights and free-

doms”. Without denying for a second the violations (!) of free expression in the Soviet Un-

ion, no serious person can compare this with the industrial killing in the Holocaust, commit-

ted and organized by national socialist Germany (and not ‘just’ the Nazis!). 

 

The Prague Declaration was recently called “The Prague Declaration of disgrace” by Do-

vid Katz, professor of Judaic studies at Vilnius University and research director at the Vil-

nius Yiddish Institute. Dovid Katz has established a homepage 

www.holocaustinthebaltics.com which provides important documents leading up to the Pra-

gue Declaration.  

 

The anti-Jewish component of the entire enterprise become evident from a concurrent in-

ternational scandal: several former Jewish partisans, who fought the Nazis/the Germans 

during World War II from the forests of Lithuania, have been accused of “war crimes” 

against Lithuania. Katz reports:  

“Then, on May 5 last year [2008, C.H.], came the low point in modern Lithuanian history. 
Armed plain-clothes police came looking for the women. One of them, Fania Yocheles 
Brantsovsky, 86 [now 87], is librarian of the Vilnius Yiddish Institute. The other, Rachel 
Margolis, 87 [now 88], may have been targeted because she rediscovered and published the 
diary of a valiant Polish Christian who had witnessed the murdering (by enthusiastic local vo-
lunteers, called “partisans” here) of tens of thousands of innocent civilians at Ponar (Pane-
riai), a gruesome mass murder site. Margolis, now in Israel, is unable to return to Vilnius for 
her annual series of lectures and walking tours of the Vilna Ghetto.”x 

Imagine: Jewish resistance fighters, including Yitzhak Arad, the eminent historian and 

founding director of Yad Vashem [!], who escaped the ghetto and certain death to join the 

anti-Nazi partisan units supported by the Soviets, to fight the SS, German Nazi forces and 

their Lithuanian collaborators, are accused of “war crimes”! This is antisemitic and at least 

at that point, irrespective of the poor intentions of the declaration itself, people like Vaclav 

Havel are honor bound to reconsider their support for such anti-Jewish actions by Lithuania, 

because the Prague Declaration effectively backs such efforts; they are part and parcel of 
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the “perfect equality” model. Remember: those audacious and mendacious accusations 

against surviving veterans of the Jewish partisans had been  made before the Prague Decla-

ration was pronounced!  

 

The Prague Declaration is just the central document of an elaborate propaganda ma-

chinery of the Baltic States and their followers in the European Union and further afield. It 

all started in 1998 with the creation of state sponsored Commissions in the Baltics. The Li-

thuanian commission was established by the President of the Republic of Lithuania Valdas 

Adamkus and is called “International Commission for the Evaluation of the Crimes of the 

Nazi and Soviet Occupation Regimes in Lithuania”.xi  It consists of two subcommissions, 

one dealing with Nazi crimes, the other with Soviet crimes. One of its members is German 

historian Prof. Wolfgang Benz of the Berlin Center for Research on Antisemitism (ZfA). 

Just as a footnote: this center had been criticized for equalizing antisemitism and so called 

“Islamophobia” last December at a conference in Berlin. Benz obviously has no problem 

with the antisemitic accusations against former Jewish partisans fighting with the help of 

the Soviet Union, against the Nazi occupiers of Lithuania and their local fascist collabora-

tors, let alone the fact that Benz is not critical about the commission’s endeavors to equalize 

Nazism and Stalinism. Moreover, Benz published an article last year of another well known 

historian, Jürgen Matthäus of the Washington D.C. based United States Holocaust Memori-

al Museum (USHMM)xii where he just lapidary (read: en passant) concisely mentions or 

even praises that commission (he says: “they make an effort”) without asking questions 

about the unscholarly attempt to equalize the Holocaust with whatever crimes the Soviets 

committed in that region.xiii  

The murkiness of the commission can be revealed inter alia by a discernable methodologi-

cal pattern: by publishing sometimes accurate material dealing with the Holocaust in Lithu-

ania in academic publications that reach very few, there is an attempt to justify or cover up 

the political campaign to get Europe to trivialize the Holocaust by passing “equivalence of 

evils” resolutions that betray more than a little of an antisemitic mood. In fact, one is left 

with the impression that they just deal with the Holocaust in order to be able to accuse the 

Soviet Union of having committed crimes on the same precise level. All historians who col-

laborate with the Lithuanian president, government and other involved organizations, con-

tribute to current trends of antisemitism. They are in the best case ”useful idiots.” Have a 
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look at what really happens in Lithuania; I quote Professor Katz from the Vilnius Yiddish 

Institute at Vilnius University: 

“The commission is only one part of the state sponsored ‘Genocide Industry’ in Lithuania. 
The Museum of Genocide Victims (popularly ‘the Genocide Museum’), on Vilnius’s main 
boulevard, deals in fact only with Soviet crimes. It includes blatantly antisemitic exhibits (for 
example, a postwar caricature of a Soviet jeep driven by Lenin, Stalin, and ‘the Jew Yankl’, 
with no comment on the racism, this coming after the Holocaust). A recent exhibit on the 
Ukrainian famine showed a woman telling visitors: ‘In Auschwitz we were given some spi-
nach and a little bread. War is terrible, but famine is even worse’.”xiv 

 

Sir Martin Gilbert, one of the leading scholars on the Holocaust, therefore resigned his 

support for the above mentioned “Commission”: 

To set the record straight, I write to confirm that I resigned, last April, from membership in 
the Vilnius-based "International Commission for the Evaluation of the Crimes of the Nazi 
and Soviet Occupation Regimes in Lithuania.“ In resigning, I asked that my name be re-
moved from all letterheading, website, brochures and other materials. I also made it clear, in 
my resignation letter, that I would be glad to consider rejoining the Commission at such time 
as Dr. Yitzhak Arad would be fully exonerated, publicly rehabilitated and honoured for his 
heroism in fighting Nazism.  

I would like to add that this condition must now apply to all the Jewish anti-Nazi partisans 
whose names have appeared in press reports in this connection: in addition to Dr. Arad, these 
are Fania Yocheles Brantsovsky, Dr. Sara Ginaite and Dr. Rachel Margolis. They too must be 
fully exonerated and assured of safe travel and/or residence in Lithuania without fear of inter-
rogation, defamation, interference or disturbance of any kind.  

Fania Yocheles Brantsovsky, Dr. Sara Ginaite and Dr. Rachel Margolis are people of the ut-
most probity, whose experiences in fighting Nazism, while still very young, are an inspiration 
to the current generation of students and young people. They should be honoured, not exco-
riated, by Lithuania. 

Yours sincerely, 

(Sir) Martin Gilbertxv 

 

Those indefensible accusations by Lithuanian activists, politicians and police are just the 

tip of the iceberg in the campaign to whitewash Baltic support for the Holocaust. Shortly af-

ter the establishment of the commission, on 19th November 1998, the Jerusalem Office of 

the Simon Wiesenthal Center, directed by Dr. Efraim Zuroff, wrote an open letter and 

pleaded for a halt to the project to study Nazi crimes and Soviet “crimes” in one and the 

same commission.xvi Shortly beforehand, on 6 November 1998, the Association of Lithua-

nian Jews, a Holocaust survivor group based in Tel Aviv, wrote a similar appeal in a heart-

felt letter to the president of Lithuania. Signed by the association’s chairman, attorney Jo-

seph Melamed, the letter tried to explain the Lithuanian head of state that  

“the linking of the histories of the Nazi and Soviet occupations is the heart of the problem. 
More than any other factor, this false symmetry has been a major obstacle to any serious soul 
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searching by Lithuanian society in regard to the extensive collaboration of Lithuanians with 
the Nazis in the murder of Lithuanian Jewry. Even worse, false accusations and patent exag-
gerations have been adduced time and again to explain, and in some cases even justify, the 
participation of Lithuanians in the murder of Jews during the Holocaust.xvii 

 

Earlier, a German scholar, Matthias Messmer, wrote his Ph.D. about Soviet and post-

Soviet antisemitism, including an analysis of current trends in Lithuanian antisemitism. For 

example he mentions the highly problematic way Lithuania deals with commemoration 

places, commemoration days, rehabilitation laws or restitution of former Jewish proper-

ty.xviii  

 

It was again Dr. Zuroff who directly criticized the Prague Declaration some months ago: 

“On September 23, 2008, more than 400 members of the European Parliament signed a decla-
ration supporting the establishment of August 23 as "European Day of Remembrance for Vic-
tims of Stalinism and Nazism" and on April 2, 2009, a resolution similar to the Prague Decla-
ration passed in the same body by a vote of 533-44 with 33 abstentions. A month ago, how-
ever, when I asked the members of the Israeli Global Forum [for Combating] Antisemitism 
whether anyone had heard of the Prague Declaration, not a single member responded posi-
tively.”xix  

  

Zuroff and Professor Dov Levin, another Israeli scholar, have been struggling against Li-

thuanian policies towards the Holocaust for decades. In the early 1990s both were involved 

in conferences, and both criticized the “Symmetry of the Jewish Holocaust and the Lithua-

nian ‘Genocide’”.xx 

2) The Holocaust in Lithuania 

Vilnius or Vilna, the capital of Lithuania, was known as the “Jerusalem of Lithuania” be-

fore the Holocaust. Lithuanian Jews, called Litvaks (Yiddish lítvakes), had established one 

of the most vibrant, active and influential Jewish centers of learning in Europe in that re-

gion, especially from the eighteenth [or, depending on interpretation: the seventeenth] cen-

tury and up to the Holocaust. They are world famous for Talmudic scholarship, Hebrew li-

terature and research and, in the twentieth century, Yiddish scholarship. And, Lithuania was 

the country with the highest percentage of Jews killed during the Shoah, around 95% – by 

Germans and their Lithuanian fascist friends. Among them the Lithuanian Activist Front 

(LAF) was very important. The LAF was established in Germany in November 1940. An 

article of July 4, 1941, a few days after the German invasion of the Soviet Union, indicates 

clearly the climate in Lithuania: 
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“The greatest enemy of Lithuania and other nations was and in some places remains a Jew 
(…) Today, as a result of the genius of Adolf Hitler (…) we are free from the Jewish yoke. 
(…) To exterminate Jewry and Communism along with it is a primary task of the New Lithu-
ania”.xxi  

 

Even before the Germans established their local administrations in Lithuania, local Lithu-

anian fascists killed large numbers of Jews in many locations. This is not the place to go in-

to detail of the Holocaust in Lithuania. See an important article on the Shoah in Lithuania 

by the above mentioned Arad, including an analysis of Lithuanian mass murder of Jews be-

fore the Germans arrived.xxii 

Since Independence three (!) Lithuanian Nazis have been prosecuted, and that only after 

international pressure and outcries. Not one of them was punished in the slightest.xxiii 

3) Why the Holocaust was an unprecedented crime 

In the Baltics many people, scholars and politicians use the terminology: “Holocaust of 

the Jews and the Holocaust of the Baltics”, referring to the fact which no one denies, that 

thousands of people were deported to Soviet forced labor camps after the liberation of the 

Baltics from German occupation. It is not just unscholarly to compare the annihilation of 

the entire Jewish people, based on race, including all age groups and both genders, with the 

expulsion of some people of that region, or even more implausibly, with the resettlement of  

Russians within the Baltics to make the region more Soviet.  It is rather the attempt to estab-

lish “equalization” of the Holocaust with the political situation of the Baltics after the Ger-

mans left that is wholly untenable. It is intended in part to deflect attention from the fact 

that very many Lithuanians, with estimates starting at ten thousand and going far higher 

 (not to mention killers from the other two Baltic States) were directly involved in the Holo-

caust, in numerous locations even before the Germans arrived, as noted above. 

The trivialization of the Holocaust is typical for the Prague Declaration, too. I will explain 

why you cannot compare even the killing in the Gulag and other crimes of the Soviet Union 

with the Holocaust. Similarly, other instances of mass murder, such as those in Cambodia, 

Rwanda, against the Armenians in the First World Warxxiv, or the genocide against the 

Roma and Sinti, are not comparable. Professor Yehuda Bauer of Hebrew University, ex-

plains: Heinrich Himmler, Reichsführer SS, declared on August 13, 1942, that not all “Gyp-

sies” were to be killed, especially not those who had settled.xxv Bauer argues against the fa-

shionable equation of all kinds of “genocides” and the Holocaust. Rwanda was inspired by 

gaining power over a territory and a people, as in Cambodia, or the Spanish imperialism in 
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the New World. Bauer calls it “pragmatically motivated genocide”.xxvi First point: For the 

Germans during National Socialism ideology was the core element, he clearly points out. 

Germans killed the Jews because they wanted to kill them. The killing itself was the aim. 

This is an unprecedented crime. The second point is the global aspect of the Holocaust. Hit-

ler and the Germans killed without any borders in Europe, and they would have killed Jews 

elsewhere if possible, too. And it was, third point, a total annihilation of the Jews, including 

all Jews with at least three Jewish grandparents. Besides those three points – ideology, 

global and total aspect of the destruction of the Jews there are two further aspects: Fourth, 

the Germans cruelly humiliated the Jews in the concentration camps (not to mention the ex-

termination camps) even more than other victims. Jews were on the lowest level. The fifth 

aspect in this analysis by Bauer is also of key importance: contrary to all (!) other revolu-

tions in world history, revolutionaries tried to establish a new order, whether based on 

“class”, “religion”, political worldview etc., as in the histories of Catholicism, tsarist Rus-

sia, India and elsewhere. National Socialism, by contrast, wanted to destroy every human 

heritage of European and world history, including humanism, liberalism, democracy, pacif-

ism, conservatism, and of course socialism and communism.xxvii They identified the Jews as 

being responsible for all these intellectual aspects of our heritage. 

Current trends in research on the Holocaust and ‘genocide’ rejects any reference to the 

uniqueness of the Holocaust. For example, British scholar Martin Shaw accuses scholars of 

downplaying all other ‘genocides’ if it is still said that the Holocaust was unique. In his own 

word, quoting his book “What is Genocide?” from 2007: 

“In the light of its comprehensive, multi-targeted nature, perhaps the Nazi Holocaust would 
be an appropriate modification of the term. This proposal will, however, meet strong resis-
tance from those for whom the Holocaust’s Jewish character defines it.”xxviii 

Shaw produces mainstream scholarship yet denies the unprecedented nature of the crimes 

of the Holocaust.  

4) Antisemitism and the re-writing of history in Prague, Lithuania and the entire 

European Union 

Shortly after 1945 every specific proposal for action against Germany (e.g. the Morgen-

thau plan) was turned down. Instead anti-communism and so called anti-totalitarianism be-

came fashionable; see the work of Hannah Arendt and others of that time. After the Cold 

War, in the 1990s, a big revival of those old theories emerged. The “Black Book of Com-

munism” appeared in 1998 in France and Germany, with the intention of deleting specific 
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commemorations of the Holocaust and replacing them by commemoration of all “geno-

cides.“xxix This is pretty much the same as what is written in the Prague Declaration, sup-

ported not only by Lithuania and the Baltics generally, but also several politicians and scho-

lars of Germany and the Czech Republic, like Vaclav Havel and Joachim Gauck.  Germans 

often want to get rid of their guilt for the Holocaust. But the Czechs? The Czech Republic 

was among the first victims of Nazi Germany. In 1945 the Czech were liberated – by the 

Soviet Union’s Red Army! 

   Some months ago, Yehuda Bauer wrote an open letter:  

“It should be remembered that the so-called “Generalplan Ost”, developed by Nazi Germany 
in 1941/1943, planned the annihilation “as such” – to use the terminology of the 1948 UN 
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide - of the three Baltic 
nations, of Poles and of Czechs by forcible Germanization, expulsion and partial murder; of 
course, this was not known to the future potential victims. The Jews, on the other hand, were 
– all of them - to be annihilated, not only in Europe, but everywhere on earth (there is plenty 
of evidence for that). As far as the Soviets are concerned, with all their brutality, they did not 
plan the annihilation of ethnic or national groups as such. (…)The two regimes were both to-
talitarian, and yet quite different. The greater threat to all of humanity was Nazi Germany, 
and it was the Soviet Army that liberated Eastern Europe, was the central force that defeated 
Nazi Germany, and thus saved Europe and the world from the Nazi nightmare. In fact, unin-
tentionally, the Soviets saved the Baltic nations, the Poles, the Ukrainians, the Czechs, and 
others, from an intended extension of Nazi genocide to these nationalities. This was not in-
tended to lead to total physical annihilation, as with the Jews, but to a disappearance of these 
groups “as such.“ The EU statement, implying a straightforward parallel between Nazi Ger-
many and the Soviet Union, therefore presents an a-historic and distorted picture.xxx 

 

The political culture of Europe and the ideology of “genocide is genocide is genocide” on 

a worldwide scale, especially among “liberal” American and European scholars, tends to 

trivialize the Holocaust. Like Deborah Lipstadt, I call it: soft-core denial.  

But me cite another term which has recently gained some currency. Dovid Katz, who de-

scribes the phenomenon of the Prague Declaration, the Commission and related aspects of 

equalizing Nazism and Stalinism, calls the entire effort emanating from the Baltics west-

ward: the Holocaust Obfuscation movement: 

“Holocaust Obfuscation is the systematic effort to relativize, minimize, obscure, confuse or 
eliminate the Holocaust, as a distinct historic entity in European history, without necessarily 
denying any of the documented murders.”xxxi 

 

Efraim Zuroff usually uses the term Holocaust Distortion. These differences in terminology 

of the newly mounted opposition do not obscure what is the clear beginning of intellectual 

opposition to the phenomenon. Whether it is called Soft-Core Holocaust Denial after Lips-

tadt, Holocaust Obfuscation after Katz, Secondary Antisemitism after Heni, or Holocaust 
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Distortion after Zuroff — it is one and the same phenomenon that the international scholar-

ly, cultural, literary and activist communities have finally begun to challenge. 

We have to be very clear on this point: whoever states that the Soviets committed crimes 

on the same level as the Nazis, is acting in an antisemitic fashion. Period. No ifs or buts or 

whens. It is a grotesque, but very fashionable, anti-communist AND and, alarmingly, anti-

Jewish motivated trivialization of the Holocaust. The unprecedented crimes of the Holo-

caust, which Yehuda Bauer very clearly analyzes, are being minimized in order to delete the 

worst chapter in European history in general and German guilt more particularly, and even 

more particularly, that of their friends in Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, which have never 

matched even the German level of introspection, education, debate and pursuit over the 

decades of Nazi war criminals. For the many painful Soviet decades when the Baltics could 

not pursue their history freely, there is an excuse. But for the two decades of freedom and 

lavish support from the European Union, Nato and the great western powers, there is no 

excuse. Even less for the recent and well-financed campaign to bring on board all of Eu-

rope, to spuriously accuse Holocaust survivors who resisted, and to invest in “red-equals-

brown” as national policy of “the one true history.” 

   

If Europeans — as the Prague Declaration demands — will soon describe the Holocaust 

in the same terms they use to describe some expulsions of Lithuanians to Russia, the six 

million Jews of the Shoah will be killed a second time. No one will ever remember their 

lives, if they will be just part of dozens of millions of murdered people in “genocides” 

around the world or “communism in Asia.” 

 More specifically, scholars who allow their names to be used now (when all is clear!) 

by the websites, leaflets and PR machine of the Lithuanian government sponsored “Interna-

tional Commission for the Evaluation of the Crimes of the Nazi and Soviet Occupation Re-

gimes in Lithuania” must be made aware of the fact that they are, de facto if unintentional-

ly, supporting an antisemitic attempt to trivialize the Holocaust. One cannot remain silent 

about the political intentions of the Prague Declaration just because a commission that is 

underpinning it with a lot state money and not a few antisemitic forces also publishes some 

small-press run accurate works on the local Holocaust to serve as a decoy to the primary 

purpose. 

Everyone in that commission and its various committees and boards, by virtue of failing to 

resign, supports the general attempt to equalize Nazism and Stalinism in all of the European 
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Union. In fact, there are no similarities. Yehuda Bauer is crystal clear about all this. He 

never denies Soviet crimes or their severity or the gravity with which they must be treated, 

and he is well aware of the fact that the Soviet Union was an antisemitic entity. But it was 

the Red Army which liberated Auschwitz. It was Russia which suffered most under Germa-

ny’s World War Two. Without the Red Army the Czech Republic, Lithuania, the Baltics, 

Poland and other countries would no longer exist. Germany would have destroyed all of 

them. This is not to be confused with the Holocaust, which was even vastly worse, throwing 

the state’s resources behind the actual murder of an entire population, without regard for 

age, gender or change of views, wherever this could be achieved on any territory. But it 

must not be forgotten that Nazi Germany did have the intention to destroy every political 

entity in the East of Europe. Without denying any of the Soviet crimes, including the ag-

gression of August 1968, the Czech people should be grateful to the Red Army instead of 

supporting a perversity like the “Prague Declaration.” The Red Army liberated Czechoslo-

vakia from the Germans, and enabled it to survive as a satellite state ready for eventual in-

dependence and freedom immediately upon the collapse of the awful Soviet Union. 

Yitzhak Arad wrote some years ago about Stalin and the Soviet perception of Jews, and 

the Soviet responses to the Holocaust. Stalin had no interest in supporting Jews (as Jews) in 

fighting Nazi Germany. Stalin, Molotov and others almost always rejected the mention of 

Jews as specific groups of victims when talking about crimes of the Wehrmacht or the 

Germans in general. Stalin just mentioned Jews once, in a speech on 6 November 1941,  not 

when dealing with the ongoing Holocaust, but rather with former Tsarist pogroms. In all 

other public speeches Stalin never came back to the Holocaust and the destruction of Euro-

pean Jews. Later in the 1940s and until his death, Stalin became a “paranoid anti-

Semite.”xxxii Taking this accurate and important criticism into account, Arad ends his article 

with the following lines:  

“However, this should not diminish the role played by Stalin and the Soviet Union as the ma-
jor force that brought about the defeat and surrender of Nazi Germany, a state which had set 
itself the goal of annihilating the Jewish people. Germany’s defeat saved the lives of some 
millions of Jews.”xxxiii 

 

Another publication of Yehuda Bauer is of interest here. In 1978 he was already aware of 

an ongoing process of historical distortion, of trivialization of the Holocaust by comparing 

it with other crimes or imagined crimes. Bauer’s piece is of tremendous importance, be-

cause he also deals with mostly good-willing/well-intentioned Americans, who always try 
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to compare crimes. Bauer writes (again: remember this was written in 1978 and is today 

even more important and accurate, because Bauer actually anticipated future developments 

just like the Prague Declaration: 

“In October 1977, when the New York Board of Education discussed a curriculum on the Ho-
locaust to be introduced into the public education of the city, letters were written to the New 
York Times indicating that the Holocaust was much wider than just the murder of the Jews. It 
was pointed out that Poles, Lithuanians, and others were also murdered, and after the war the 
Soviets engaged in wholesale destruction of, for instance, the Baltic nationalities.”xxxiv 

  

Bauer then takes a close look on the definition of “Genocide” by its inventor Raphael 

Lemkin. Lemkin defines Genocide: 

“Genocide is effected through a synchronized attack on different aspects of life of the 

captive peoples (..)” and he refers to seven fields: the political field, the social field, the cul-

tural field, the economic field, the “field of physical existence” (his term), the religious field 

and the field of morality.xxxv Lemkin refers to genocide even if human beings are not killed, 

but lost their freedom of press for example. No one can deny the crime of not allowing a 

free press, but people are still alive, right? Bauer comments: 

“The difference between that and the Holocaust lies in the difference between forcible, even 
murderous, denationalization, and wholesale, total murder of every one of the members of a 
community.”xxxvi 

The question is: why do people now need to go out of their way and become invested in the 

need for equalization of the Holocaust with other crimes to become their main point? I wit-

nessed an angryand not entirely civil audience in the city of Plzen in the Czech Republic on 

22 October 2009 when I presented a slightly shorter / earlier version of this lecture. The au-

dience did not at all want to hear about a viewpoint that would distinguish between the dic-

tatorship of Stalin and crimes of the Soviet Union, on the one hand, the unprecedented 

crimes of the Holocaust on the other. Yehuda Bauer had a similar experience - remember 

his quote about letters to the New York Times in 1977 who dealt with Lithuania’s “geno-

cide”, committed by Soviets -, who is today one of the critics of the above mentioned 

Commissions to equalize Nazi and Soviet crimes. In his 1978 book he writes: 

“To sum up, there may be no difference between Holocaust and genocide for the victim of ei-
ther. But there are gradations  of evil, unfortunately. The Holocaust was the policy of the to-
tal, sacral Nazi act of mass murder of all Jews they could lay hands on. Genocide was horri-
ble enough, but it did not entail total murder if only because the subject peoples were needed 
as slaves. They were, indeed, ‘subhuman’ in Nazi terminology. The Jews were not human at 
all. Not to see the difference between the concepts, not to realize that the Jewish situation was 
unique, is to mystify history.”xxxvii 
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This is, again, a crystal clear analysis of the uniqueness of the Holocaust. Unfortunately we 

see Bauer’s criticism of 1978 as much more relevant today; read: the situation has become 

much worse.   

 

I would add to the above quoted and seminal work by Bauer, that even less should we deign 

to compare people who lost their homes, but who have never been tortured or killed, with a 

Shoah victim. I think scholarship has to boldly re-discuss Lemkin’s attempt at describing 

“genocide,” especially to avoid any “mystification” of history and the Holocaust, to use 

Bauers 1978 term. 

It is distressing that scholars like Wolfgang Benz of the Berlin Center for Research on 

Antisemitism have been quiet about the antisemitic impact of the Prague Declaration while 

supporting the “International Commission for the Evaluation of the Crimes of the Nazi and 

Soviet Occupation Regimes in Lithuania”. The Commission, which has local education as 

one of its main official mandates, has failed with one syllable to criticize the incredible 

campaign of antisemitism in Lithuania in recent years that has ranged from broad-daylight 

Nazi marches to front page caricatures of Jews, to prosecutors ongoing defamation of the 

last survivors in this very country.xxxviii 

 

There are obviously even fewer efforts to analyze the uniqueness of the Shoah as 

compared with the 1970s, by which time Yehuda Bauer had already exposed the mystifica-

tion of history explicitly by criticizing the equalization of the Holocaust and the situation 

for Lithuania under Soviet rule. 

 

If politicians, activists and scholars still join the Prague Declaration they are support-

ing this new and rather fashionable form of antisemitism: rejection of remembrance of the 

Shoah as an unprecedented crime against an entire people. 

Scholars, politicians, and intellectuals of various stripes should now move forward 

with all due speed to analyze academically, and to decode the antisemitism that underlies 

the Prague Declaration and related declarations, resolutions and actions (including the pro-

posals for a Europe-wide Red-Brown commemoration day). Young students, or pupils, and 

of course every interested audience has a right of access to accurate historical information. 

To claim that Nazism was the same as Stalinism is a simple historical lie (and academics 

too must learn to use a simple clear word like “lie” when it is the right one). The Prague 
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Declaration, the proposed Red-equals-Brown day, and all the related resolutions, declara-

tions and commissions trivialize the Holocaust. They are therefore antisemitic. 

 

The “Holocaust Obfuscation Movement,” to quote Vilnius Professor Dovid Katz, has 

to be confronted with scholarly and political integrity. I am not naïve, I know that so called 

“anti-totalitarianism” is becoming mainstream in Europe and the US and we therefore face 

an uphill battle. All the more reason it is a moral imperative to wage it. 

Many people of goodwill have by now been convinced by the campaign, and think the 

USSR was equal to Nazi Germany in its evil. It was not as evil. Moreover, without the he-

roic fight of the Red Army in the years 1941 to 1945, not a single Eastern European country 

would exist today as such. Germany would be ruling each of them as counties of its “Third 

Reich.“ 
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