WERE THE JEWS
THE FIRST NAZIS?

Racial and Religious policies
of the Jews analyzed



PUBLISHER'S NOTE.

The term “anti-Semitic” s so loosely used by many
people that KR, Publications Limited consider it advisable
(o inform readers that, while those of their publications which
refer to Jews are uncompronusing in their attitude to facls
which expnse the designs and activities of powerful Jews and
also certain characteristics and activities general to Jews, the
purpose of these publications is to show how the indwvidual,
mclhiding the individual Jew, can be released from the tyranny
of centralised control.  The action recommerided in these
publications 1s not anti-Semitic; it is entirely the reverse, |t
marks the way to frecdom from all forms of persecution for
Jew and Gentile alike. Tt the facls made known in these pub-
lications are anti-Semitic, then the Jews themsclves must
accept responsibility foy this.

Joun MircHiLL,

Manager, K.R.P. Publications Limitesl.

Note to Australian Edition.

The Democratic Federation of Youth (Australia) grate-
{ully acknowledges the kind permission to republish this pub-
lication in Australia.
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FOREWORD.

A fow words are necessary to explaim the omission of the
lctiers of the Revo e Albraloon Coben, the well-known Jewish
publicist, from this correspondence wihich was called forth by
his letter to the Bormingham Post of November 14, 1940,

Al a moment when the discussion was well under way,
Dr. Cohen made The contimuation of it dependent apon my
providing the name of a Professor of ISconmnics or History
willing 1o endorse my lastovieal views, as well as my procuring
anel studving 2 work on Anti-Semitism by a Swedish lecturer,
Mr. Thugo Valenting Such a proposal heing wholly unaccept-
able to me, 1 chose to termumte the correspondence.

When, ver, D Coben was asked for a direct answer as
ta whether he would agrvee to publicatton or not, he stated
Ihat be must have o wrillen assurance from those who were
tor publish my pamphlet (o the ¢Neet that their publications
were nol of an anb-Senmutie nature, The evidence with which
I provided Dro Cohen did not satisfy him aned he decided to
withheld his consent.*

D Caben's reason Tor not allowing his part of the debate
to appear hefore the public seems a curious one, since, if his
argnments had heen sulliciently convincing they wonld have
nentradised any tendeney 1o “Ant-Semitisia”™ contained in our
letters. O being presented with a last proposal  that  the
letiers he published privately and unconnected with any pub-
lisher  whatever, Do Colien was equally emphatic m his
relusal.

Althongh Tegally entitled to give the gist of Dr. Cohen's
letters, I prefer (o leave undisturbed the void created by his
decision.

Borary JENSEN.
Birmungham,
February, 1941

¥ Scee publisher's note.



Correspondence with a Jewish Publicist—

from P. R. Masson and Borge Jensen

ORDER FROM
SONS OF LIBERTY
~ p.0.BOX214
METAIRIE, LA. 70004



“A SYMPTOM OF HITLERISM.”

To THE Eprror of THE Birmingham Post.

SIR,

The remark addressed yesterday by Mr. Justice Tucker
to the woman whom he sentenced to ten years’ penal servitude
for an act of treachery against the State deserves wide pub-
licity and close attention. He said :—

“You have undoubtedly been led to do this by your
anti-Jewish obsession, which the Solicitor-General rightly
described as a virus which had got into your system and
had destroyed your mental and moral fibre.”

It is more than a coincidence that the men and women
who were active in fomenting anti-Semitism in this country
have all been interned under the Defence Regulations because
their liberty was thought to be a menace to Britain in this’
time of crisis.

Anti-Semitism is a conspicuous symptom of Hitlerism.
Note should therefore be taken of the question asked yester-
day in the House of Commons about hotels which refuse to
“cater for members of the Semitic race.” The Home Secre-
tary, in his reply, said that a person who is the victim of such
discrimination can take legal action. 1 suggest that even
more effective would be the boycott of these hotels by Chris-
tians who value the ideals for which the British Empire
entered the present struggle.

A. CoHEN.
2, Highfield Road, Edgbaston,
November 8.









splendidly organised race. The expression is extremely apt.
While other races have simply grown, the Jewish race has been
“organised,” they are, as the Moderns would say, the result
of a very long process of conditioning. In one sense we are,
of course, all the result of conditioning, but we should dis-
tinguish between morc or less natural, and more or less artificial
conditioning. The Jews have perhaps heen the victims of more
artificial conditioning than any other race we know.

In this process of conditioning, the “Law” has becn the
chief instrument. I'rom Millman to the most modern historian
it is obvious that the daily lives of the Jew of the Diaspora
was hemmed in by a complex of laws, most of which were
completely arbitrarv, and it appears clearly that everywhere,
from the Judarios of Spain to the Ghettoes of Russo-Poland,
the pattern of law was fundamentally the same. You state that
Abrahams is of the opinion (and Ahrahams is an authority!)
that the organisation of Jewry in the Ghetto of the Middle
Ages was a “thoroughly democratic one; the only aristocracy
being one of merit and learning.”

Tt is characteristic of that traditional or collective attitude
that I mentioned, that not one of the Jewish scholars of these
matters have been struck by the fact that all the Jewish
communities were ruled by a very few families whose chief
members occupied most singular double-positions as the chief
Rabbi, Banker-Legislator of their own communities (over
which they in many cases had full and absolute authority)
and at the same time as chief financial advisor, tax-collector
or body-physician of the local Popes. Emperors and Kings.
This is curious, as this fact would seem to furnish the key to
the Jewish (or anti-Semitic) problem.

Medizval Jew-baiting can be traced more especially to
the Code of Justinian, the implementation of which resulted
in the complete segregation of the European Jewries. If you
will refer to Justinian in the Jewish Encyclopadia you will
find that the Emperor and Empress had highly influential
Jewish friends and advisors. Theodnsius was one of them.

If you turn to Ttaly you will see that there was hardly a
medizval pope. without his Jewish body-physician or financial
agent, and at one moment there was even a Jewish pope, as in
early days of the Church of St. Peter’s. The Catholic Church
was responsible for several of the major prosecutions of the
Jews.

If you look up Spain you will learn that King Ferdinand
was a quarter-Jew and -surrounded by “converted” Jewish
advisors. King Ferdinand was responsible for the edict of
expulsion of all orthodox Jews from his domains. He intro-
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duced - the ‘Inquisition, which incidentally was -introduced in
Portugal by King John on the advice of another “converted”
Jew. s

T will then-ask you to consider the fact that most of the
persecutions started everywhere by that curious accusation of
Ritual Murder. Does it not strike you as being strange that all
the Gentile populations should have thought of exactly the
same device for getting things going?

Let us, however, leave aside assuming and turn to one
page of Jewish community-life where we can prove that the
originators of the restrictive legislation were actually the
Jewish leaders themselves. Under the titles of Kahal, Poland,
Russia! (I hardly dare refer you to an unauthoritative writer .
like Brafman: “The Kahal”) you will find an enlightening
description of life in the largest Ghetto of the modern period.
Here was a community virtually autonomous, i.e., the ruling
“board” or government, consisting of the usual few wealthy
families, had supreme power (even right of capital punish-
ment) over their own people. At the same time we read that
the “Gentile” government, under which the Jewish government
was supposed to be, on several occasions quite openly was
influenced by the decisions of the Jewish Elders, or Board.

Law-making and law-enforcing had reached quite ridic-
ulous proportions. No one could do anything without the
written permission of the “Board.” The study of the Talmud
flourished exceedingly, and the misery and degradation of the
Jewish masses, the Amharetz of old, were so great that they
time and again in vain entreated the Gentile Government to
rid them of their own government. In the words of the Jewish
Encyclopedia the Jewish administration had become “an
oligarchy . . . the administration of the Kahal was monopol-
ised by the rich, who managed to remain in authority through
ties of relationship and common interest, At times the ad-
ministrative authority was retained in the hands of a few
powerful families.” ’

- It was. from this Russo-Polish “Pale” that batches of
Ghetto-Jews, at propitious. moments, were fetched'over to the
Western World by the Jewish leaders such as Schiff, and the
centre of gravity of Jewish life began to shift from ‘Poland
and Russia'to the U.S.A. Everywhete they participated as
agitators, socialists and leaders of ‘“‘movements” in establishing,
ona world-wide scale, the same kind of law-hampered
socialistic (or if you prefer “democratic”) society from which
they had come. It-is,.of course, only too obvious that not one
in a thousand knows what he is doing. But the results of their

- 11In the Jewish Encyclopzdia.
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actions are there for all to see. New York, Chicago, Birming-
ham, Liverpool. are monuments to the “efficiency” of Jewish
administration. In-the final bringing about of complete
socialism, i.e., complete subjugation of the individual to an
authority called the “state,” which is now taking place in the
U.S.A. under the name of “New Deal” (Baruch, Frankfurter,
Sol Blum), and here under the auspices of Mr. Moses Israel
Sieff of Political and Economic Planning (in conjunction with
Churchill and his socialist friends, Greenwood, etc.), the Jewish
hand is only too visible. Everything has to be done com-
munally. including eating, and Lord Woolton hopes that it will
all be continued after the war. In the Ghetto the Jews had to
take their turn over “communal pots and pans.” So you see.
we are almost home again. Almost . . .

In conclusion, a word on the question of intermarriage,
There does not seem to be any doubt that the Jewish marital
laws aimed at preserving a central core of ethnically distinct
individuals as that, in fact, is what they have resulted in. But
I am perfectly well aware that a certain margin of Jews have
always been allowed to stray outside the Judaic fold. We know
for instance (Encyclopzdia of Jewish Knowledge) that mer-
chants of the first guild and Jewish prostitutes were allowed
outside the Pale of Scttlement in Russo-Poland. We know
also that a surprisingly large percentage of the Rothschild
daughters married into the local aristocracies of Austria,
France and England, in which countries the families soon
acquired large landed estates. And then. of course, there are
all those “converted” intellectualists and politicians who re-
mained “converted.”

You object to Mr. Masson using the term of banker in
connection with Mr. Baruch of New York, whom you describe
as an industrialist. In the States, however, he is better known
as “the Eagle of Wall Street” or even as the “unofficial presi-
dent of the U.S.A.” He was already before the world war
connected in business with Jacob Schiff of Kuhn, Loeb and
Co., and was during the war appointed by Schiff (via Mr.
Wilson) to supervise all Allied purchases, in which position
he had more power than any other man” as he himself has
stated. He “has been identified with the New York Stock
Exchange” is the comment of the Encyclopzdia of Jewish
knowledge. He has been known to suggest appointees to
directorships of the Federal Reserve Board, most powerful
central bank in the world, and his suggestions have been known
to have carried weight. Perhaps the term “financier” would
be more suitable.

TFinally T would refer you for proof of the inconsistencies
between the various parts of Judaic law to that collection of
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extracts from the Talmud commonly known as the Shulcran
Aruch, which was compiled by your co-religionist Rabbi Joseph
Caro. Taw Nuo. 55 states, “11 is always a meritorious deed to
gel hold of a Gentile's possessions.” [t is of this legal work
that the Jewish intellectual leader Ginsherg in his reply to
Rabbi Lolli said in 1897 “with all its uncouth seclions it was
the book that best suited the spirit of our people.”

Yours truly,
IBORGE JENSEN.

P.S.—1 rather envy you the possession of the stately volumes
of the Jewish Tincyclopwedia, particularly as they appear
1o have been withdrawn from circnlation.

(Dr. Cohen’s Fourth Letter.)

Tyn "TI'wlil,
Bonwm, Corwen,

North Wales,

January 12th, 1941.
The Rev. Do AL Conen,
2, Highheld Road,
Ldghaston,
Birminghan.
Sik,
[ have to thank you for your letter of the 8th inst. 1 am
interested i the information that the Jewish Encyclopadia has
not heen “withdrawn from circulation” hut that it has become
so omt-of-date since 1906 that the publishers bave stopped
printing it. 11 is strange, however, that the usual procedure
ol adding modern matter o the algeady published articles
should not have heen adhered to 1n the case of the first Jewish
work ol reference of this kind to appear in the English
language. All the more so, as interest in Jewish matters has
increased among Luglish-speaking peoples proportionately with
the increase of Jewish citizens among them.

[ might relate, as a matter of interest, that in two different
libraries | have found wmatter forn oul of this work, in onc
case the article on the Kol Nidre prayer had been subjected to
this form of vandalism,

I amn cqually interested in the fact that you make the
continuance of this corvespondence dependent upon (a) my
providing professorial support for my historical views and
th) my procyring a copy on anti-Semitistn by a lecturer at
the University of Upsala. ‘Fhese conditions of yours have
prompied me to reconsider the nature of that arresting
phenomenon, Authority.
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Lookmg up-the word amthornty m the Concise Oxtord
Dictionary 1 find 1t te mean: poweer, or right 1o enforce
obedience, and further, a persan possessed of such power.

Now 1 think vou will agree with mie thal throughout their
Ghetto-history the masses of the Jewish people have lived
under a virtually absolite dictatorship, ruled by a power which
had the right (o enforce obedicnce, This authority was gener-
ally excrcised by the former ancumbents of the priestly oltice
you hold, and the chiel rabbis were in many cases also the
chief Jawgivers, judges amd hankers.

or two thousand years (he Jews have been confent fo
delegate the power to rule themselves o an external authority
having behiud it overwhelmingly powerful sanctions, and 1t
matters little m this councection whether we aceept the tradi
tional view (which 1s yours) that the real despot was the
Gentile ruler, or mine that it was his Jewish advisor.

The fact that the Jews have for so long heen subjected to
an external authority has produced in them what 1 should call
an authority-complex, fhe two main characteristics of which
ave a deep respect for, and Tear of, authorily, and a great
desire to wicld such authority themselves.

The surprising speed with which the Jews everyvwhere on

the opening of their Gheltoes rose to positions of influence and
“atthority can, e part at least, he explained by thew burning
desire for the kmd of authority to winch they for centurics
had heen subjected. 1t 1s perhaps nunderstandable that they
i their anxiely to “get to the top” should for the most part
have been unaware of the fact that their personal successes
furthered the creation of those vast centralized states of which
1 have spoken,

The two outstanding examples of such centralized despot-
1sms ave, of course, Germany and Russia. That the administra-
tion of one 1s largely in the hands of Gentles and the other,
to some extent al least, e the hands of Jews should nat hlind
us to the fundamental sinularity ol therr policies.

We are (o-dav engaged m o supreme struggle not, as
certain Jews mantain, because so many Gentiles succainbed 1o
Hitler's anti-Semitic propaganda, but because the {otalitanan
view of lif¢ and the democratic view of life cannot exist side
by stde. The fundamental issue to be decided once and for all,
is whether it 1s nght for any man to excrcise any kind of
power over another man except with the other man’s consent,
or whether 1l 1s wrong.

The truc democrai and’ the true Christian does not recog-
nise any ouiside authority whatsoever. He knows that his

22



life must be regulated by what he thinks is right, that the
Kingdom of God 1s within him. He knows that he has no
right whatsaever to lay down laws (or other people to follow.
This view of life is instinctive with the majority of the Anglo-
saxon and Scandinavian peoples, and it is for that reason they
have attained there high level of friendly co-operation. This
is alsn the reason why the British Empire, the last bulwark
against Totalitariamsim, 1s the chief object for the evil designs
of the world's dictators and their backers.

It is now ohvious to all intelligent observers that there
are powers ab work who under cover of war are busily drawing
up vast blue-primts Tor turmng Britain mto a work-for-all-
state on Russo-Ceerman Tines, i which there will be no room
foe free mstiative of any kind; and only if a sufticient number
of people can challenge the totalitarian attitude of “leaving
W o ta the authorities™ and assert their independence as free
citizens shall we croerge victorions from the present struggle.
The question now is: shall we get any help in this matter from
members of the Jewish race? Will they be able to discard their
inhorn totahtarian frame of mind? Will they give up their
aptitude to accept anything that comes from an “authoritative
source”™?  Can theyv overcome their traditional inclination to
lay down {the law Tor other people? WD they, i fact, begin
fo exercise their own judgment ?

You will have nnderstoad from the foregoing that evenp if
I were able to comply with your stipulation [ should not want
to do so, and this must therefore he considered my last com-
municatinn {o you.

I would, however, like you to consider for a moment the
nature of the two branches of learning for which you evidently
cherish so high a respect, History and Political Ticonomy.

The kinil of political economy that is taught at British and
other universities orginated, as we have seen, with a member
of the Anglo-Tewish hanking family of Ricardo. The methods
emploved by academnic ceconomists, whether of the “Liberal” or
the “Marxist” variety, are deductive rather than inductive, and
whenever “remedies’” suggested from these quarlers have been
carried into effect the results have been disastrous. It s but
natural that we should find the [ewish financier Sir Ernest
Cassel (an inhimate fricnd of Jacobh Schilf of Kuhn, 1.oeb and
Co) endowing an institulion like the london School of
comomies. U is, as one might say, in the family tradition. Tt
is just as much in the order of things that one of the leaders
in (he present “Socialist” atlack on English property rights
like Dr. Flugh Dalton, shonld have occupied. the position of
Cassel lecturer at that institution. Political Economy can in
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fact now he seen largely 1o have served the purpose of giving
an air of academic respectalility to the Jewish system of
finance.

When we turn ta official 1istory we find most historians
mainly occupicd in giving surface descriptions nf past events,
nich in the same manner as the press and the wireless with
regard to present-day happenings. ‘T'he techniques employed
are practically adentical, and productive of the same result: a
feeling, at hrst, of puzzled helplessness in the face of the
chaotic series af catastrophies presented as “history” and later
the lasting mpairment of that imaginative (aculty  which
enables the individual to discern amidst the welter of “events”
the forces that shape them,

From what we now know of the workings of International
Diplomacy, Treemasonry, and Tinance. we are justified
conclnding  that  academic  history, like orthodox  Pulitical
Eeomomy, has served only as a prop and a smokescreen for
thase invisible aud powerful forces of which Disvacli told us.
There is consequent!y nathing strange 10 me in the fact tha
Mr. Fisher, the expert historian, never refers o any of the
facts T have put before you, and 1 would not hesitate to
prophesy that if he so much as hinted at the existence of the
1eal “power hehind the throne,” his official life would he made
just as uncomfortable as Mr. Priestlev’s at the B.R.C. when
this gentleman said 2 ward (oo much on the subject of the
control and issue of the Nation's Credit,

In conclusion | wounld like 1o state, as you do not seem to
have grasped 1. that the burden of my argument 18 this:
anti-Semitism s an ntegral part of the administration of the
Tewish masses by their own leaders. [t can be scen to have
served the purpose of (a) keeping the Jewish masses in con-
ditions such as would make (hem willing to carry out any
undertaking il sufficiently rewarded and (b) of dispersing
them throughout the civilized world in a manner to ensure
their usefulness in the furtherance of the Jewish Policy: the
universal enslavement of the Gentiles by means of “hanking,”
“law,” etc.; lo culminate in a Jewish world government:
Tederal Union,

Yours [aithfully,

BorcE JENSEN.
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