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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

Executive Summary

This reportnvestigateshe standard othe researchunderlyingthe book G I G S 2bF ThenBNNE NI
Suarezpublished last year.

The author makes greatplay of the thoroughness dfisresearch. The book was given glowing
SYR2NASYSyGa o0& tNRFSaaz2NJLEly tFLILIS YR .IFNRyYySa
State of Terrof Thi#book has been turneldwn by a number of publishers because of the sensitivity

of its subject’ I i & S NI

Two researchers undertook thigoject, separating different elements of the workload to avoid
duplication. The primary sources of the author were retraced, dozens ofldzedi theNational
Archives in Kew were examinaddseveral of the key cited writings purchased and analyced.
both guidance and clarity patact was made with academics and historiarie specialise in the
subject matter

The findings of this resealcwere brutal.¢ KS RA a2 NI A2y ONByunie®i® 6A GKAY |
drawn from every level of error imaginable. The author made basic historical research mistakes,

such as an overrelian@m, and disproportionate inclusion pideologically selected matexi. In

addition- and more worryingly the source material for the most part contradicts the aut®or

writing. Andfinally, there are several clear examples of such total disto and inversion of

meaning thatft is difficult to conclude anything othéhan deliberate intent.

The book is dripping with racial hatred against Jews.

We conclude thain our opinion,this book is an antisemitic fraud. We do not use that phrase
lightly.

Worryingly, the author is about to embark on a tour of the United Statieshas recently finished
peddlingthis hatred in Scotland. He has spoken at universities in the United Kingdom. The book was
honoured with a launch inside a meeting rodémthe House of Lords.

This raiseimportant questions that must be addressed. Hewtthat such a badly put together
distortion, riddled with historical inaccuracy, misquotes and racial hatred, is being welcomed by any
part of our societydust a rudimentary check brought to light unacceptable errors that warranted
further investigatio. The additional factcheakncovered an unsupportable pyramid of fictiohtas

truth lost all meaning? How canlniversity Professor endorse such a book?

We aresurethat the sheer scale of the shoddy research and blatant manipulations described in this
report will shockhosewho read it Perhapslmostas much as it shocked those who uncovered it.

David Collier and Jonathan Hoffman
4 September 2017
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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

1: Introduction

YalrdS 2FThotn&sEIRNIAS published August 2016 bgkyscraper Pubhdions
Skyscraper Publications is owned by Karl Sabbpgh (1 S  2waslagnShidd\eR adBvent at the
Mosaic Roomswith follow upevents at the House of Lords and S@&®/ersity in Londoh

In his pesentation of his book at public meeting3jareanakes a big play of the thoroughness of his
NE&SIFNOKY CA@S @SINAR 2F 2Nl X NBIFIRAY3 non FAfSa
pages and 124 references in his bibliography.

Some ok revievs were glowing, with antisrael activist site Mondoweiss callingdtsubstantial
work of historical scholarship Publishers Weekly suggest8dareApassionately and meticulously
exposes the terrorism committed by Zionist gradss

The SuarezbodkR{ G S 2 Fis bli dvwiNd pillers. Some of thee aretruly absurd

#1. That the book was built on diligent research

#2. ThatZionist terrorwas the reason for Brtition

#3. That Zionist adbns were part of a¢haster plarQrather than a reaction tcevents
#4. ThatZionists and Jews werevo different groups with little or no intersection
#5. That Zioniss had no respect for human life, least of dhat of Jews

#6. Thatbetween 1933 & 194%he Jewsof Europehad somewhere to gpother than
Palestne

#7. That the British were impartial observers

#8. That 1948 was not a civil wabut rather Zionist aggressors picking a fight with
peaceful Arabs

1 #9.That the Hagandalways) secretly suported the actions of the Irgurfand Stern*)*,

=A =4 =4 =4 4 =

= =4

To anyone with grounded knowledge of the Mandate periotiwias immediately obvious that
there were issues with the historicity detailed in the book. Batithors of thisstudy quickly
identified several key problems.

However, random criticism over specific eveplays into the hands of authors of revisionist

material, precisely because it permits deflection and does not seriously focus on the central issue:
the way primary source material has beearefully selected odistorted. AsBennyMorris suggests

in his disection of f Iyt Thds#L.ulo falksify history routinely take the path of omission. They
ignore crucial facts and important pieces of evidence while cipéckjng from the documentation to
prove a cas@

1 See http://www.skyscraperpublications.com/news

2 http://mondoweiss.net/2016/10/terrorthomassuarez/

3 https://www.publishersweekly.com/978-56656068-9

“QRAGSR FTNBY 2NAIAYlIf NBLERNI TkpkmTd {dzf NBth@a Ay iSyda
groups and blutime periods.Some (esp.post-1945 Hagana / Irgun cooperatios acknavledged

5> Hoffmanhttp://blogs.timesofisrael.com/theprotocolsof-the-eldersof-soaspaksoc/ andCollier
http://david-collier.com/soaspalestinesocietyevilzionistscontrolworld/ Hoffman followed up with a
detailed critique on Amazohttps://www.amazon.co.uk/gp/customer
reviews/R17GPRZz538ZZYL/ref=cm_cr_getr_d_rvw_ttl?ie=UTF8&ASIN=191107203X

6 See Morris discussing falsification of histbtyps:/newrepublic.com/article/85344/ilanpappesloppy
dishonesthistorian
|
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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

For this reason we concluded thatmore thorouglstudy into the book wasecessarywith the
intention of walking inSuare #otsteps anccheckinghe source material he accesséitheaim of

the researchwas toverify the sources claimed as the foundations of ttentral ninepillars.The

work was spt between the two researchers, both to increase the number of source files accessed
and to avoid duplication.

There arenearly 700 endnotesA sample selectiotechnique developed by auditorgas used
relying on the likelihood that the probity of thehole can be inferred from a sufficiently large
sample.The selected sample was not random. To test the accuracy of the claims in thehmok,
focuswason the most negative dbuareR & T i fgrreiayiglea

F O0KS OfFAY (KFG scamQw $3E3 tigeiSRader vayl any igténtion of W
honouring Partitio@ T

* the claim that Jewish orphans in pesar Eubpe were kidnapped by Zionists;

* the claim that Zionist leaders sabotaged plans to create a Safe Haven outside Palestine for Jewish
Displacal Persons;

* the claim that that Israel destroyed the Iragi Jewish commuinity

In effect,the sample specifically attacked the underlying pillars of the Suarez hoaldition, the
testwas theresearch accuracsather than the details ofindividual incidents. Had we done the
latter, Suarezvould probably welcome an attack that would focusewents This couldake the
discussion down #habbit holeQwvhere an individual idénist action could bcomean argument over
subjective opinionThs would be a pure diversiorit is the standard ofresearch and underlying
premise thatis the focus ofour work.

Key issues within the book were identified. The National archives aiéeg/then accessed to
check the use of these sources. Several key works cited iat#te of Terrowere also purchased
for this research.

This paper has three aims:

i. It assesses wheth&uarehas drawn the correct nesage from the source
documents;

ii. It identifies examplesf factsin the source documentseing ignored, ithey do not
suit his argument

iii. It identifies examples of assertions unsupportedsoyirce material

(The images in this paper are reproduced with the permission of the Nationakvas¢h

" Suarez has placed extracts from some of his archival source documents online at paldocs.net. In addition, we
accessed dozens of archive files in several visits to the National Arahiesv.

LY I NB@GASG 2F Lily tI LIBDR2HENFE2 . Blyfy2A B& NNA &I DB AN
omission. They ignore crucial facts and important pieces of evidence while-gicking from the

documentation to prove a caseS § AW NJ [ Benny NokiR i@ New Republic, 17 March 2011
https://newrepublic.com/article/85344/ilarpappesloppydishonesthistorian

DAVID COLLIER, JONAN HOFFMAN SEPT 201 5



A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

2: The First Qote

As a lead into théntroduction (page7), Suarezaises a quote that draws parallels between Jdwi
action and that of the Nazi$& Nazi is a Nazi he be a Jew or otherQisbegins.

SuareAa i 1Sa GKS [raeatibydhe JedishEddRlist group Hashomer Hatzait!, March
1946, ata secret meeting of the Haga@a

It is referencedvith endnote#2. Endnote #2 (page339)gives two sources for the quoteboth are in
the National Archives at KewV 5/34, 112and6 W &ald &arednstructs) FO 3758504, 1718.

We accessed bhoth these filestdbk some timeto find the quote. The FO document is abaut
Parliamentary @Qestion in 1948immediately after- and concerned with the events of Deir Yassin.
Pages 17 andi8 wele both read However these havenothingto do with any meeting in 194éhe
guote appears to be wrongly referenced

KV 5/34 only had documents numbered up80Qso the®12dpagereference was clearly wrong. It
meant working through the documents indllually to find the correct one. It was eventually found

the correct document number was 84dated 6 April 1946 i KIF R I &aSLI N»X GS YI NJ A\
is unconnected to the presentifilg systen{hence the mistake in the Suarez bodkpegins this:

Whe following is amnconfirmed report of a Hagamaeeting which is alleged to have takplace in
az2f SRSG 2y mMokokmdpncQ

The quote then appears within this unconfirmed report at the bottom of the second page.

A J. KELLAR, E8g.
Box 500,
Pariiement Street, BO.
LONDON. 5. W, 1.

The following is an unconfirmed report of a Hagana meeting wnidch
1is alleged to have taken place in Molsdet on 13/3/46:~

"Representatives of all the parties which go %o make up

the Hagana were present. The meeting opened with a dsuard
from Lurie, a Hashomer Hatsair representative, for a olear
statement from the Mspai regarding the progrume for the

Note how the letter begins with thelwNJ/ Ay 3 Al A& Wdzy O2y FANNSRQ® LG ¢62dzZ R 0SS R
acknowledge this aspect of Iimage- The National Archives UK KV 5/34

Thus,Suarezsets the tone for the rest of the boakTo quote froman unconfirmed report without

clearly identifying it as suclis at best academically sloppypd at worst downright deceitfullt is

clearly misleading, and presents something that may not have happened as fact, because the author
would prefer it to be true.

Thistype of selectivedistortion recursthroughout.

1
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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

3: The Very iFst Archive Isting

Towards the back of the bodpage335), as part of his sourceSuarezhasfour pages of files from

the National Archivethat he claimgo haveaccessed. It is a daunting list480files there will be

more on this later). The very first archive file mentioned is ADM 116/3690. It is used in five separate
endnotes §#86,#92,#94,#96 and#387). We called up the filéo check whethelSuarep a Of A Ya T2
it as evidence for his statements wqtestified.

Endnotes 82, #94 and #96 principally relate pages 53-54 of the Suarezook. The file, ADM

116/369Q isan Admiraltyfile containing eports of proceedings of HMS REPULSE and HMS MALAYA
that were stationed at Haifal he events are from 183 The backdrop is thgrowing desperation of

Jews fleeing Europe and several years of Arab vioj&nce

The file has been stripped dfistorical context by Suarezand the content misrepresented
Whether deliberately odue to misunderstandingf the histaical setting,Suarezseeks toconvey an
image ofZionist violencegainsta nearpassive Aralcommunity.

Thusthe British diary entriebecome distorted For exampleSuaresuggestgpageb4) that
immediately followingan Irgunattackon a market the British increased thepresence and imposed
I O dzidJprévent fdtther stacksQThe clear inference here is that the British needed to protect
Arab civiliansButthe documentmakes cleathe real reasorfor the imposition of the curfew

46 check measres of retaliation vich were feared from the Ara@s

This truth has been convenienttyased from history bguarezIn thepages that follovof the file
document are these entries:

1 That a barbed wire fence was being built because Arab gangs were smgugghpons

1 That on Friday 8uly there were six shooting incidents against jews

1 That in Haifa on th& Julyone Jew was stabbed, atitere weretwo shooting incidents
against JewsAlso,three bombs were thrown, one at a Jewish bus, one damage unknown
and one d another bus killing four Jews;

1 On the 12July that a curfew needed to be imposed on Balad Ash Sheikh because residents
had ambushed a Jewish hus

1 Also onl2July,several cases of arsamere reported. Inall casedt wassugected arson of
Jewishproperty. And two Jews were stabbed.

There is no need to list dozens of further relevant entri&sarezotally sidestepspersistent Arab
violence against JewBerhaps the entry of the 18ugust bet contextualises the situation:

4h Haifa things contimed quiet. Incidents go on occurring that in England would be the subject of
headlines in the papers, but here they have come teegarded as a matter of cour$eQ

9 For examples of Arab 1930s violence, see the 1933 Palestine Riots, the 1981p WI NI S Rz adii NHz3 3t S G
Din atQassamand the 193am po p W! NI 6 wSo Sttt A2y Qd az2daid O2YLINBKSYardsS
these events. For reading see eg BeMuyris, Righteous Victims: A History of the Adlabaeli Conflict, 1881

1999(pages 121160)
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A REPORT ON A MODERNISEMITIC FRABRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFHMAN

Throughout the documenthtere isalsoconstant talk of Arab gangs descending from the hills
supplied by weapons they are smuggling across the bokdany local Arab villages were suspected
of violence against the British and Jews.

This commentvasalso ignored bysuareZentry 31July)

4f therefore on any given day, the Arabs contrive tmfésteam by a number of stonings, bomb

throwings and so on, without getting for-tat, the atmosphere is likely to be easier, thathdy are
iKSYasStgSa GKS @AadiAivyaqQ

Proactive Arab violencand an inference that Arabs, rather than Jews were the comritymost

likely to perpetuate violence; which entirelynegatesthe overarching theme of his book; namely,

that the Jews weralmostalways the aggressors.

This is an extract from theDM 116/369dile. ltisaf A a0 2 F A y O AhBvhg acéuredNS LJ2 NI S R
over the whole of Palestine on FriddyRily (1938

To... C in C Med. (R) Admiralty, A.C.Q.  From... Repulse,

The following is & cummary of incidents reported. as
having occury-#d over the whole of Pelestine on Friday 8th July.
‘Shootiygincidents i=- 4 at polive, 6 ai Jews, 1 at Arabs,
~ Murder? ¢~ 3 Arabs, Stonings 1- Police 1, Jews 2. Railway
line mines 3= 2, Ol line cut s~ 1, Road ambushes 1= 2.
Telephone wires out i« 3. Damage to orange groves = 1
trees destroyed.)

I The situation at Helfa remsing fairly qniot.
Saturday's incidents were i~ 1 Jew stubbed, 2 shoo

| &t Jewigh Colonies in neighbourhood, 1 :tire & Ji

To~day, Sundays amm.mtﬁmmmwu 1 eatly
morning et a Jewigh bus, 1 during foremoan mmmgt.
unknown and 1 thie afterncon at a bus killing 4
mowﬂWisumgmmmdméumNﬁiaﬂh

imposed botween 2100 and 0400.

T,0.0., 1640 10th d\llf

Between page 53 and 55 of his bo&karedists events that took place between 6 and 26 July 1938
in Haifa.lt would be difficult for a historian to read these extraot&rite two whole pagestzout

violent events in Haifa, and miss completely (by accident) all the Arab attacks orSieanesis

blind to all of them. Tle nextextract confirms that the curfew tha&uareamplies is in place to stop
further Jewishattacks, is explicitly mentioneak being related téears ofArabretaliation.

DAVID COLLIER, JONAN HOFFMAN SEPT 201 8



A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

4: Revising Istory: TheBen Gurion Quote

On page 2&uarezsays that Ben Gurion arguduus:

Rather than seeing all the Jewish children in Germany escape to England, it was better that half of
them should be slaughtered by the Namisorder to get the surviving halb be settlers in his colonial
LINE 2SO0 Q

Endnote #24 has the precise quote (December 7, 1938). It is a hugely offensive canard, as
camera.orghas explainetf ¢ deriving from taking a sig quote out of context and ignoring other
comments made by Ben Gurion that directly contradict this interpretation.

Most importantly inDecemberl938 Ben Guriodid not knowabout the impending Holocaust that
was to come. Hdid not knowthat Jewish chdren who could not escape from Occupied Europe
would lose theirlives. Sy D dzNR 2 Yy  dza Skt tdiireSporetats Md&Rthe WavingdBite is
entirely wrong.

From a Zionist perspectiygesuming thatlewish persecutiowould follow Jewish commuities
anywhere they settld2 dzi 8 ARS 2F WLAaN) St QX .Sy Ddz2NA2Yy g2dz R |
better to bring half to safety in Israel, than replace one diaspora persecution with a temporary

respite in another gaspora community. Presumably heeanttemporarilyWa I @Ay 3 FNRY LISNE:
2NJ WEFNRBY FYUGAASYAGAAYQD LG & HKiednaRhardly degr ofdaScistNBE Y S Y 6
movements itself!

YetSuareArames the canard by stating that July1938d&Nazi intentions were alreadgrrifyingly

cleak (bottom of page 27). This isistorically incorrect statement that has absolutely no

academic merit. Nobodknew at that timewhat was about to happenin July1938, even the Nazis

RARY QU 1y26 6KSNB (KSKRI WOhAYyeya{aedfi R2¢/ 8 RARKE ¥
19412 1t was only in November 1942 that the Zionist leadership became aware of the systematic

slaughter of Jews. Tofalsely endowBen Guriorwith this foresight, in ordermendaciouslyto

claim that hewas willing to let Jewish children be slaughteredk beyond revolting

This is a clear example 8tiarezewriting history tofacilitate thedemonisation of Zionisr(as
Suarezinderstands it) It perfectlyencapsulates the decontextuadison of thehistoricalrecordthat
isa hallmarkthroughout the book.

10 hitp:/iwww.camera.org/indexasp?x_context=55&x_article=1566
11 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/British_Union_of_Fascists

12 https://www.ushmm.org/wic/en/article.php?Moduleld=10005151
13 David Cesarani effjnal Solutiorfpage 271)

DAVID COLLIER, JONAN HOFFMAN SEPT 201 9



A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

5: UN Resolution 181, 194B®48and the Civil \&fr

UN Resolution 181 was the General Assembly resolution in 1947 which partitioned the area of
Palestine between the Jews and the Arabs.

On pagel3 Suareavrites WN Resolution 181kcy T ANI & 06S R BHtOBINsa&B | &4 | &
US intelligence warned thab IsraelileadeX & R | y& Ay UGSydAzy 2F K2y 2 dzNRK )

Suarezoes this becaus even though history recordgionist acceptance of 181, and &b
rejection, he needs to lay the entire blame for the upcoming confli@nd the result of the conflict)
on the Zionistghis Pillas#2 and #8§ seepage 4above.

/', MHMPKHM OKAA &2dz2NDOS RAdeeivVeddérhad aRyangdtioftoh ¢ a K2 g
honouring Partitio® ® LG Aa | wmdnt /FTOoAYySG LILISN 2y GKS !'b
g2dzf R 0SS OAOWE g RA K 2 HifSHRINGS MABtHMpdse a viable Jewishajority

State.

The bias of the writer can be seen by the® i G K { (KKSS NWyFSdhl Al@S . W2 F (G KS L.
WO 261/571 is citebly Suareasevidence(in paldocs.net but not in the bookhat the British and
the Americans knew with certainty that the Palestinians would not get the state they wereZp&iRiQ

What itactuallyshows is the oppositiofelt by! 6 Rdzf f K 2F ¢ NI y@dpesalRhy (2 Of
Paleginian government in exild=O 371/6864&cited as evidence for the above assertion in

paldocs.net but not in the boolgimilarly describes 6 Rdzf f || K Q& LJ2 MoeihathefherdA y (0 Sy G A
of these two documents suggests any intentidoy the Jewish leaders to stand in the wdyaa Arab

State resulting from &tition ¢ contrary toSuare® & | & & PaNibics.@et) thad the Zionists were
SNATAY3  WRSIEQ gA0GK ! 0RdzZ f | K

In further evidence of sloppiness or dishoneSyareaises half quotes which distort the message
entirely. Witnesshisuse(page242, no endnotedf the quote fromWO 261/5714¥ does not appear
that Arab Palestine will ban entityQ

Suareyoeson to mention(page242)that the British were already aware that thiews were
WO2ff 02N GAYIQ Btk the @podat VWO 281/52 FctuaMp siilivas yhib:

124 As ovents are ot the moment 1t does not appear that .rab Palestine
will ba on entitv, but rather that the Lrab countries vill exch clain a
portion in return for their assistance, unless King .‘bdullzh takes rapid
and firm action as soon as the British withdrawal is completed.

In other wordsthe reasonthat Palestine may not ben €ntity s because the Arabs, who had
vowed to destroy the Jewish state, would simply divide up the spoils.

1
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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

Not only is this nothing to do with the Zionists, but in this scenario, it was the intention of the Arab
states to divide the Jewisdrea up anongst themselves tao

Efraim Karsh called it the Arab 'scramble for Palestin@hendiscussing the same quote. Klars
using the sameatuments in historical contextsurmised that the Arabs simply did not view
Palestine as a separate entity but rathintended to divide all the landsncludinganyJewish
territory they captured amongstinvadingArab forces.Thisisthe difference between the way a
document is used by a histori@md the way a halfuote is abused by a propagandist.

Furthemore, given the Arab declaration to destroy the Jewish state, it is odd$uarezdescribes
Zionist attempts to negotiate witlbdullah, who had control ahe Jordanian Legionthe most
powerful of theArabnation€) | N deSaptive terms?® Surely tryng to stave off conflicand
annihilationwould have been the natural thing for the Jews to @uarezdoth pushes the idethat
the Zionists sughtall the lands of the Jordan whilst at the same tisugygesting that theywere
Wwoz2ft f I 602 NI odadidcomliktiThey av@d\iBt Ihage done bothTheseinconsistent
theories recuithroughout the book, witfSuareaunscrupulouslyicking whichever of the
contradictory arguments bestupportsthe particular message he is tryingd¢onvey at the time.

FO 371/80273 ialsocited to show that the Zionists were minded to ignore Resolution 181 and try

{ 2set@p a Jewish state in all of Palestine and Transj@rdi#ishows nothing of the kindlIt simply

reports theperception of a British diplomat in AmmaWriting in early 1950, s/he says thadt the

end of the Mandate it was generally assumed that Transjordan would absorb the Eastern part of

WINFO tIFHESAGAYSQT GKIFIG dKA& ¢l a NBaAaSYyGSR 08 a2YS
own volition b Amman.

FCQL41/14286is also relevant to the civil conflicthe filecontains weekly intelligence reports from

early 1948 Suareaisesit in no fewer thanl4 endnotes, grabbing at details wiolent Jewish activity.

But his choice of material is highlselective On page 25®&uarezsays(as of the beginning of
February 1948)

Where were to be sure, no Arab armies in Palestine and there would notdy®fther three and a
KFfF Y2yGKaQo

But the following are extracts from FCO 141/14286:
December 187:

1 Whe Arabs are leaving the country with their families in considerable numbers and there is an
exodus from the mixed towns to the rural areas. The Jemigmo f A O A a a Ol NOSt & f

Januaryand Februaryl1948

1 ¢KI G 2 yvideprehd agsAultsBVS ¢ a O 2wfakiy igtalli§eice reports began to
detail armed forces entering the Mandate ar@ey then state thati KS | NNRA @+ f 2 F W
vdzel 12AQ 6KSHR 27F KK R2MWNIK 6 O N@KRNIVE X 28 NB QY @

14 Efraim Karshislamic Imperialism A History(sectionon the Contemporary Middle East)
BLEFy tFLIIS NBEASNAGHRY HESY I NMh&Ethhiyeadskgof | NI 6 6 2 NI

Palestine page 4)
-
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A REPORT ON A MODEERNISEMITIC FRABRRESEARCH BY DAVIDLEER AND JONATHADFAMAN

I That a second party of 700 men enteri@dlestine at the end of January;

f That intelligene estimates wer¢hat i K S WS @rdikely 6 beabléito hold their own
outsde of their defence perimeteds

1 That at least 1400 vohteer Arab fighters were based in the Samaria district alone;

1 That inFebruary there was a steady influx of mainly Syrian and Lebanese fighters. And one
single incursion was said to involvettveen 1,000 2,000 fighters;

1 Telegram 27223 Februaryl948)listedthe total number of fighters belieed to have
crossed the borderGalilee1000, Haifa 2000, Samaria-&,000, Jerusalem 56800
(estimate), Jaffa 200, Gaza 100.

March1948(telegram 783)

1 Wis becoming increasingly apparent that the Yishuv and its leaders are deeply worried about
the future. The intensification éfrab attacks on communications and particularly the failure
of the Kfar Etzion convoy has brought home the precarious position of Jewish communities
both great and small which are dependent on supply lines running through Arab controlled
country.Q

AndSuare certainlyignored thistelegram in April (humbe®37, 30April 1948)

1 Whe Arabs of the large towns, who have borne the brunt of recent Jewish offensive action
are much more bitter against the British. Fear breeds recrimination and they are perhaps
willfully blind to the fact that for months past, they and their press have clamoured for the
entry of the foreign Arab guerilla bands, which having successful stirred up the Jews are now
proving quite unable to protect the local Arabs from the Jewish reaftion

f Wy (GKSANI KSIFENIiar GKSe YdaAad NBIFIfA&AS GKIG GKSA
SldALIISR YR 0FRf& fSRX ¢KSe FSSt (GKSANI Y2y Si
they themselves misled. They must fix the blame on someone and who mengripghan
the BritishQ

1 Wiany of theirso-calledleaders are fleeing the country and the Effendi class generally do not
seem ashamed of watching the contest from the sidel{des.
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Telegram 252, Weekly Intelligence Appreciation, 7/2/1948. Discussewpadguerilla party of 700 who had entered
PalestineThis extract isrbm file CO 141/14284. This file wesectivelyused bySuarein 15 separate endnotes.

Other files, connected to the Arab state discussjovere also not accessed BuarezPerhags he
was not interested in looking at files that might bring context to Jewish activity. But these files would
-
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be crucialm deciding whethethe Arab threats were genuineilés FO 371/68364 FO 371/68365 and
FO 371/68366 all detail troop movements, thélination by irregular forces and the intentions of
the Arab states in the period from Partition to invasion. None oflas relevant to the type of
picture it seemsSuarezieliberately set out to portray.

In FO 371/68365 for example, there are saldelegrams about Arab irregular troop movements.
There are alsoeports of an interview with King Abdullah in early Jary 1948, in which he was
informedby the Britishthat

Gghmostinciby Gax ! Ny oa ¢6SNBE GKS | 3aINBaazNeEQ
There is also telegramfrom Amman (datedl5 Januaryl948)alreadymentioningnumerous towns

2T ¢NI} YyACNRE KSR S & ) ErdenssSoFnzss Sduat@y Arab flight three months
0STF2NB G(KS AYLXSYSydliAzy 2F Wtfly 5ItS8GQo

In further support of the Zionist historical positigSir Alexander Cunninghasent a telegram o831
Januaryl948regarding the Arab irregular forces that had entered the Mandate area. He pointed out
that

Wnce these parties are in Palestine, they are very difficultbd gA G K A G K2dzi I N¥YSR

That armed conflict of course, was being forced on the Jews who were finding it more difficult to
bring supplies to the towns and kibbutzim as the convoys were attacked with increasing success.

AsSuarealmost entirely whitewashes Arab violence from theypa of history, he makes another
SNNEN) GKIG KAIKEAIKGEA GKS ofdbagiAdBRENBNNE RD A K2 RR
SENB T Qa , sek pafelabvd. m

Onpage246,SuareRSI f & oA GK S@Syida (GKIFG G221 dhBHeikhS 2y bS
To set the scenéhe disassociates this from the events of thgun bombing and mssacre of Jewish

workers at therefinery on 30December.Aimost all sources confirm the connection between the

massacre of Jews in Haifa and the motivation fis tevenge attacklhe files he references draw

the connection, Bemy Morris draws the connectiogbut Suarezhooses not to mention it® But it

gets worse.

Suarezecords the events from thBlational Archive WO 275/64 antbtails the action ima 21 lire
endnote #491 pageo hH O P Ly GKS SyRy2(Sz KS GKSYy AyaildNdHzOG:
of events such as this in both CO 537/3855 and W0O261/573.

Suarezecordsthatd KS WS gA &K | 3SyoeQa YAfAGAI YIkaal ONBR 4&;
inOf dZRAY3 YIye 62YSy FyR OKAf RNBYQ

Howeverall but one of the filesSuarezites suggeghat only fourteen to seventeen people died at
Belad esh SheikiHoweverSuarezhose to ignore these sources, instegding withllan Pappe and
claimingthat sixy died, even though Papps not the pimary source for the research arige
primary sourceBennyMorris - seeThe Birth of the Palestine RefugeelilemandThe Birth of the
Palestine Refugee Problem Revigitetar less certain about the figurdt appears thatSuarez
simply pickedthe highest casualty count available

16 Morris suggests th&elad esh Sheikdittack was because the Hagana could not let the refinery massacre go
unpunished (Morris1948(page 103))
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The final filereferenced bySuareCO 537/3855is the Criminal Investigation Departmemports.
The file provides the most accurate account available of the casualty count, dsingine deaths,
and even has a list ¢fie names ofll the dead and injured with their agds evenupdated the
casualty countas severely injured peoptiied. There is no other source as waiformed or
accurate as this.

If Suareavere a tue resarcher, or a historian searching for the trutie would have realised he
KFR WRAAO02@SNBRQ y2i 2dzaid I RAAONBLI yOe gAGK GKS
contemporary document. Perhaps because the accou@n537/385% S3| (i S&E A4 KONF ©
story, Suarezhose to ignore it andised Illan Pappe instead

The Suarez description of theginning of thecivil conflict is also heavily distorted. After partition,

the Arab street exploded in violence, with battles opening across the mandase kike most anti
Zionist revisionistsSuares uncomfortable with the early part of the civil conflict. The period
between December and Marcd948, wherthe Jews were suffering setbacks darfje casualties,

were unsure of success amhenArab violerwe was at a peak, are distinctly uncomfortafe him.

He swiftly wants to reach April 1948, where the Zionist offensive began in preparation for the Arab
armies invading in May. (All this context is missing inSharezook).

He descties the first dgs in December 1947 thijpage241)

Bcattered ethnic violence marked the first several days after the UN vote. There were bombings of
Palestinian homes, café, bus queues and a cinema and there was more of thevénki violence
that had kegun to resurdce by mid dz3 dz& G Q

However to blame the JewsSuaremeeds to belittle the Arab attacks, e says most Palestinians
gl yiSRSU 22 yW ¢ A (jaK if theKEWR NIR §/ D@ & &)@nylie relieg on carefully
selected quotes from the last Higbummissioner of PalestineSir Alan Gordon Cunninghatto
RSAONAOGS (KSALRAY G y 87 dzD | kslghestinyitBeNdain weapors Rede
Wirdla LYR atzysSaq

This clearly distorted narrative is destroyedthg very files whictuarezas acessed and cited

all of which detail intensivArab violence and until Marcifril 1948, an ever growing desperation
within the Jewish leadership. Interestingly, and perhaps not acciden®&llgrezappears to have
been less thorough in searching and asiag those files from this, the earlier part of the civil
conflict. Take file WO 275/65. It details events in thild-up to the Partition on 29 November and
GKS AYAGALIT @A2f FHrOWO F73/65(1 Decdmpeiddi KS G2 1 SX P

North sector-TwoJewish buses attacked, one with rifles, one probably with small homemade bomb

Central sector A bus was attacked near Lydda by Arab youth with automatic fire and a
small bomb (which failed to explod&nother bus near Petach Tikva also attacked.

The artive sources provide similar stories when discussing casualties. By 14 Decemben 11947

first two weeks after Brtition, there were eightyfour Jews dead, with fifty more seriously injured

(WO 275/65). By late April, the reportedmbers between 30 bvember 1947 an@6April 1948

were Jews 990 dead, Arabs 1051 dead (FCO 141/8@42 notonSuareRad FAE S ftAadov o

1
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17 ] Tollouwinsg casualtics WaXao 1'..;"'3‘1“_3"‘\'-*
lice bhotwesn 29th Novembcr, 1947 and midnl nv
B o] - BIPW t S SRR A S 5 290 1,902
APTDB oSNk veesnae | A0HL - 28365
Othcr civilians sesseses 33 Sh
Unidentificd Dorsons eee =
ML 1L EGRT, aaraivisrero v ati wawe 116 272
Dritish Polica sseerrvas =9 72
-l.l‘q_" iu_ﬁkll'll" PR R R ) 10 2‘_3
Jowlish RomMmIam: .o uesirin s 2 ?9
HPAD Teia PV s oo viatdsioeiee 13 57
Jowish TesiaPe s wenivposies 8 _.2
TiSe B abienu sSbunalise 30 36
A2D SePels ecosovsnnanns 5 12
Joewish SaPeCe s eavnswi vis 3 10
gcwish Drisoners seesses - 5
‘_"..'IJ._:_"O.'_?. PR R R I A 5 ’-‘-
_;l’.—:‘.f LCion R R R 5 " 12_‘
2290 _L,027

Casualty counfrom reported police incidents, covering the peffimin the Partition vote until 2@\pril 1948

Endnote #471 provides amgpkvidence of all manner of error, distortion, misrepresentation,
inverting the message of archive documents and blatant antisemit

This section covers events at the end of November 1947, immediately following Resolution 181.
Suarezlescribes the Jewliscelebrationof the vote(bottom of page 236) and the Jewish media
response tat (top of page 237)Endnote#471covers both items andirects us to four filegas the

source materialFCO 141/14286, FCO 141/14284, WO 261/571 & WO276/9.these fourifes
are referenced.

SuareRd RSAONALIIAZ2Y 2F (GKS WSgrAaK OStSoNridaAzy Aa R
years after the event, Thomas Suarez wants to get involved and spoil the party.

Of interest to this research, he says this (p28é):

W2 KIFG [/ dzyyAyaKFrY RSaONAOSR |da aKeadSNROIE OSft SoN
passage of Resolution 181 were not about having won a Zionist state in more than half of Palestine.

¢t KS OStSoNIGAZ2Ya ¢S NBeliNhaty Kt&NI adévidh stz B therfyllest Wo I & |
SEGSYyd 2F Ada KAAG2NAOIt 60A0ftAOFf0 02dzy RaQ Yo
What Suareis saying is clear. The Jewish party was not about Resolution 181, but about what the

WSga g2dzZ R YFylF3S G2 G 1 Sz a6 kbtier wotdR Nofieeidoo,0 SSy 3 A ¢
Suareds not talking about some Jews, about Zionist leaders, or just attacking Zionist Sobcgz

KFa agSLI (KS oKNebaaikS Ny |- S &Sk S avicShmn N haiely ol helieve

that *all* the Jews on the street are Zealots, land thieves and desperate to ethnically cleanse the

Arabs. A clearly racist (artewish) and therefore blatantly antisemitic claim. But did he make it up,

or was it in the files?
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CO 141/14284 Monthly Report for November. Rrpage. Part one Political. Image below, relevant
text on following page:

Whe gratification of the Yishuv was immediately manifested in public rejoicings in all Jewish centres:

drinks were on the house in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem. Even the factiotrewfeceft and extreme

right welcomed the outcome, as ensuring large scale immigration, the former viewing the

establishment of a Jewish state by partition as a transition state teratidnal Palestine, the latter

as a preliminary stepto a Jewish state/ (G KS ¥Fdzf f S&0 SEGSYd 2F Ada KAA

SuareK | & dza S G KS @S NEa fietafinar$ step toB Jewish itatdin theSullast exiewt

of its historical (biblical) boun@sind clearly he has negated this entire piece, which suggests
widespreadrejoicing covering the entire political spectrumS @Sy o6& (K2aS -6K2 Tl @2«
bl GA2yISuaeSsEiINIDGa 2yfé GKS jdz2iS dzaSR (2 RS&ONA
it to taint everyone.

1
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ThewordsW & & (G S NR& O f condeSronBaonsdkiyi intdlligeic@ Telegram 2295 in CO 141/14286.
It merely reinforces the same message even further:
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There is no way these two statements can possibly be used to supportSuaaézas saidHe has
clearly distorted the source files to maka blatantly antisemitic claim.

The next paragraph in the book relates to the media reports the following morSimayez
comments thus:

WeKS Ol NAR2dza | SONBg YSRAF @GFINASR Ay GNIFOGxZ odzi @
Yishuv, as the newspalgé W1 | 621 SN Llzi A0 aYdzad o0dzNBE RSSL) AY

y2i 0SSy FTAESR T2NJILJNBSS$Ny&dzea®EmKK OB aiKONS
agl NYSR (KS aiNBSGaqo

In the book, this paragraph immediately follows B2 Y Y S y (i Kda dzZ8 NE Bt WOSt So NJ
YSNBf & LONSAMYAI ALY FUNE 3G SLI G2 | WSﬂA K aiGLGS Ay G(KS

It is then immediately followed by an apparent quote from Ben Gurion {18817 discussing how
following Rartition, the Zionists wuld Wbolishpartition and expand tghe whole ofPalestin€lyet
another misuse of a Ben Gurion quattie wasspecificallyreferring to peaceful agreementy.t’

The inference is clear. The press, like the crowds, all have their gyesBY 2 NBE f | YRQ® ¢ KA &
LINE&ASy(d a4dzoiSEGQd ¢KS {2dzNOS FAt S TRoMdightlg A & Of F AY
Intelligence Newslettedtem 30 discusses Jewish press coverage. Once again, the distortion has

been brutal. We present botthe image and the text on the following page:

17 See discussion of falsified quotations, including the one Suarez has cited here
http://www.camera.org/index.asp?x_context=7&x_issue=21&x_article=1446
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The extracSuarezas referenced and commented on

The top item was about the coverageHiaaretz It celebrated the fact the enemies had so far failed
to sabotage the partition deal. Thetaaretzmentioned the golden opportunity now presented to
the Jews to set up their state, pointing out, they ondrpermission to set it upnlother words it
asked the Yishuv to recogniget there was still a lot of work to do.

There followsa sentence pointingut that the revisionist paper complained about how the state
was only going to be formed upon part of the historical homeland.

The third paragraph, item 32, focuses ldaBokey the paper mentioned in the Suarez book. We can

see again that he has chopp#te quote, and ignored other sections not helpful to the image he

wishes to create. The newspaper is clearly not suggesting war, but rather suggesting the Jews should

OSt SONIGS® LG &aLISF{1a 2F WSNHzal f SengkyIclearyf A f SS Ay
more of a spiritual wish than a call to war. The paper also goes on to hope that peaceful relations

with the Arabs can be establisheSuarezas butchered this section to take it out of context.

Then there is a comment on Hashomer. Thegfig movement was clearly in favour of peace and
co-operation (and for the most part apiational state).

It is a gross distortion of the truth to suggébkat the press presenteflrther linkage toa consistent
subtext of\Hbolishing partition and expating to the whole of PalestiGSiare4s clearly not using

the archive files with a serious intent to provide a fair reflection of the message within. He used four
files for this one footnote.

1
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It is impossible to overstate the problem. FHEO 141/1428was used in no less than 15 different
endnotes,FCO 141/1428# 14 different endnotesWO 261/571in 14 different endnotes and

WQO275/79in no less than 38 different endnotes. Or a combined total of 81 mentions in endnotes.

And yet all these files presen picture completely at odds with the or&uarezresents in his book.

Ly C/h wmnmkmnuyn F2NJ SEI YLX Seaving Mo thedray Sy A 2y 2
state) 06 SSTf & NIBLGE specikically @sking BfcdltB/2), of Arabarms steadily

entering Palestine (20/12), of Arab policemen persistently deserting with their weapons and the

weapons of their colleagues (25/12), of Arab violent strategy (25/12), of Arab irregulars infiltrating

into Palestine (24/1), of more infiltratits (2/2) and that Arab townseuld not be attacked unless

they attack (1/2). A similar image is presented in all the other three files.

Unless it is deliberate, how can anyone cite these files 81 times and still miss the central message?
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List of Arab pliceman who had absconded with their weapotimd those of their colleagugsn a single day iearly
January 1948.
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6: Before he Holocaustup tothe Evian 6nference(1939

Using a report about a Jewisitishsoldier inPalestine inl919who caused disturbance when

drunk, Suareseems to imply this was politically motivatgd - £ € Ay 3 A G I ZoniStk NI & | G
LINE @ 2 Qdade4l? Bu€the file does not identify the political leanings of the soldi#ve have

no way of knowingvhether the dsturbancewas anything more thanmaact of drunkennes¥ This

projection onto all Zionistef a singleaction ofa Jewis common amongnti-Israel activists.

Suarezlso seizes on anHionist arguments madgrior to the Holocaust seeegpage 34 (quote
from Berlin correspondent dfondon Standandand page 42 where he quotes from a petition
delivered by a Congressman to President Wilson on 4 March 1919, arguing that:

Wionism is turning back the clock on havdn enlightened valu€® | wg¢ Rejectthe bnist project
for the very reason that the new era upon which the world is entering aims to establish government
everywhere on principles of true democréx§

Yet none of these detractors of Zionism could see the Holocaust coming, which kilkellitehsoof
9 dzN2 LJS g asked&bgud Zionism after the Holocaushey certainly would not have spoken
F62dzi WSyt AIKGSYSR O fdsSSaqQoe

The reliance oSuarean pre-Holocaust Jewish anBlionism isnorbid. The main political body of
Jewish opposition to Zioniswl & deish LaBour BusBiiThe centre of this movement was
Poland. Polish Jewry was annihilated in the Holocdti& a perverse and morbid fixation to use a
pre-Holocaust position to argue against an Israel that did not exist before the Holocaudt wes
to slaughter the six million.

SuareArequentyNBS F SNBY O8RS W{ KI R 2 ¢ by PoFef GrddBnskyrettie DOk, dza i Q
DNRRIT Ayaie RA&aOdzaasSa (KS . dzyRA&AG Y2@0SYSyi{s KAIKCE
GKSANI 26y RAHheR SigdRK S NB/JS NJ ¢ $pade 5. Siveh didd h&pbeined to

these communities in the Holocaust, it is absurd to use prvar Jewish antiZionism as a weapon

in a postHolocaust world It is made the more perverse by Grodzinsky relating destruction d

the Bundists during the wapége B3),the Bundista@ (G SY LJG (2 peodBadFodsiagd A TS Ay
33) and his observatiothat those who returned to Poland fac&O NI aS@&mitlsny @nd pogroms

in Poland, and from mid946 on, they bdgy Tt SSA y 3 0(pagdilld)SOr indeddisi | Yy Ra Q
observationi K i Yl yeée @RI YiESKR &S\ BYFor 4 bfdkehith Suaregjives

special mention, it is surprising how little of it he seems to have read or absofsedith all his

material, he isvery selective about what he takes from each source.

The factthatSuareA & 6t S G2 SyR2NAS (GKS | NHdzySyd GKFG %A
Gyt AIKG S yuStRverdyifite yeara Bfore the Jewish Genocide in Europe speaks volumes

about his mindset.It is more logical to argue thafisrael had been created ten years earlier, many

more lives might have been saved

In these pagesSuarezlso builds théBionismequalsracisn{paradigm This is disingenuous. The
only way Zionists of 1920ould fail such a test is if they had been educated in thé&htury. One
mustlook at the prevailing attitudes of everyone involvatthe beginning of the Mandatelewish

18 TNA FO 608/99
19 See YoseBrodzinskyln the Shadow of the Holaast: The Buggle between Jews and Zists in the

Aftermath of World War Il.
|
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Zionists, Jewish anHionists, the British, Frenchedgue of Nations and th&rabs- to realise how
prevalent wereviews considexd unacceptablg¢oday. This is a characteristic of the tim@ot of
Zionism In the 1919F0 608/99 filefor example aremany documents talking openly about Arab

WRAZEA]SQ 2F WSlgtirionitizdidbsofNabluy, +  LINE G S &
pOLITIOAL MIDDLE EAST, i w?
e e A S S S e — = .

/

(l)oc.’cdis .
Inhabitants of NaWblue against ’
’ p.tltiognf::om omination in Palestine, :‘ 2
etere to F.O.despa ch No,6548 of Febr.l5tn, -~
amite original of petition transmitted by C.P.O., ’
rragr in his despatch No.C.P.O, 108/2 of Jan.l7th,
3,3.1:;6” appeals against handing over of Palestine A
pct}u. & states that Palestine was not the original
L0 S of the Jews; that Arab & Christian ties witn
afeatinb are far closer; that Jewish population at
Pe gent in Palestine ie & negligible fraction of whole;
pret the Arabs,dislike,& are disliked, by the Jews, &
g:t in the final settlement Palestine should not be
',p;rated from Syria, to which it naturally bvelongs.

— (Minules.) M 52 %‘.S'( ‘l— J—“é’b“

Petition fom Arabs of NablughicK & LJSI 1&a 2F | URA&atA1S 2F WSgsaQ

In the archivesthere isalsoblatant Britishantisemitism- that Suare#ails tocall out,and at times
evenusesc aswe demonstrate belovin page 29

Page46 of the Suarez bools instructive; such a pageto be foundin most antilsrael revisionist
texts. It begins in 1919 ahends in 1933. Fourteen yearthe formative year®f British rule and the
first decade of the Mandate receiwe barely amention. An entire archive of British documentation
and yet, not a singldocumentcan be called upon to support the Suarez narrative.

These years of coursaw the formation of the Hagana:

W was not until after the antdewish riots of 1920 and 1921atra definite Defence (Hagana)
Organisation was set ui°

Or even later:

Whe riots (of 1929) had another outcome: In 19331 a band of Hagana officers set up their own
IANRdzL) OF f t SBQGKS WLNBdzy .SdéQ

The tale of Jewish defence against (or reaction t@pAviolence. The underlying truth of the
historical narrativeA central element always omitted from aftionist texts.

VVVVV

2¢hb! 2h HTPKMHM . NAGAAKI DYaSR i RSHMWASt ReOaxidysQzy W
2! Morris, 1948 page 120
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Suarezalmost completely ignores thdots of 1920 and 1921, the brutal massacres in 1929 and
further Arabuprisings in the early 1930 even though these yeadgfined the course of the
Mandate(in direct contradiction of Suarez pilla#2 and 8).

In fact, whenSuarezriefly mentions the 1929 massacrést saw 133 Jews murderdgage46 in a

single sentencehe does not even refera® a contemporararchivesource but rather uses a

Cabinet paper report from 1932There are files on thee atrocitiesn the archive; but Suareapted

to ignore them, maybe not even to search for thefrake CO 733/182/6, a file looking at the

necessary NP LIz al £ & F2NJ (G KS & dckeyotaing 2ndl howtile grviddrimer®2 € 2 y A S

Why would someone considering the violence of the Mandate penmidaccess this file?

’ﬂ'w -7 2. Your Lordship will be aware from my Confidential
= :’.‘_’u':“‘\:', despatches of the 5th Noveumbar and 74h Dasceubor tast I

#u of oplnfon that there ls an wrgent nsed for providing
additional protection for oxposad Jewian villages and

Discussion of urgent need for protection of exposed Jewish vifilg@EO 733/182/6 28 Decembed 929

Also included in the file s Telegram from the High Commissioner for Paleq@%eFebruary 930
RA&EOdzaaAy3d 5NUZ S ¢K2 | NNANESR M&yS Wl FyFR & oiA20 K- (AdyradiiN

Whenaddressinghe brutal and vio y i | NJ 6 dzLINJA Suargadbessd only ¢uiSorily o n Q& =
(page50) - and blamedi K S WSRlgvingQT 21 KISW | NI 0 AgaiiSharestedd cleaf 61 S @

most of the archive files relating to this period. Page 50regefore the prising in 1933 anéast

forwardsto 1938.3000-5000 people died and over 20,000 weaveundedin violence that spanned

four years?2 But it merits ot even a pagelt is no coincidence that theook begins torefocus only

in 1938, in linewith Zionist reations to therapidlydeterioratingoutlookin both Europe and
PalestineSuarezonly appears interested in the specific items that can be used to demonise

Zionismp ¢ 1S GKA& WT2dzfkhahoak LIATE I NR 2y LI IS wmwm

dt was Zionist terrorism the ultima&l RA Ol 6§ SR GKS O2dzNBS 62F S@Syda |

Upon this singleinsupportedbelief, Suarezuildsan entire HarrativeQusing it toforge histitle
Btate of Te2 NUike most of his claims,ig an empty statement andcemains without citation or
reference on page 11.

¢KS Of FAY | LIJISE NBE (2 Ykaldssthatiambf the KandateWias dielatkdi A 2 y QX
through theactions of Zionist terror. That the violence of the Jews, rather than the violence or
rejectionist stance of the Arabg,SR (12 WaSLI NIX A2y Q®

Yet the course of events during the Mandate, that led to the 1947 UN partition pksnet driven

by Zionist Terror, but rather by the Arab rejection of all Jewish claiesimageon the following

page,of a filefrom 1935 indicaes thatPartition was already being viewed by the British as a way

out of the impassewelve years before 1947This entirely negateSuared 02 YYSy i 0 SOl dza ¢

22 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1936%E2%80%931939_Arab_revolt_in_Fates
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MpopZ G§KSNB ¢ atalyGhly AtabiidlshdeSudrefidS NINBINIDI NUatowd 6 4SS LI
thus collapses.

SUGGESTED Dvistend ol FLESUNE. LD ——

SEWISH __ AnD REAB CANIZNS .  ——

cmzs/zaz/. 2

Previous [t

a16zwiaa.(5’ = » | i “ =2\

British archive file CO 733/283 suggesting partition
This understanding ¥ W LJlbétEmk énfreRofidd during the 1930

The Arab Rebellion convinced Wauch@ggh Commissioner, PalestineX Ithére Was no chance of
creatingk & Ay 3f S XORYYRr dgySh iNNRISOK SR tiiIKESS B YOS @z ARdEG dzNS (R
RAGARAY I ZKS O02dzy i NEQ

Another bookSuarezas notconsulted properly! y 2 G KSNJ 02y OSLJi KS R2SayQi 3

Perhaps the most twisted elements of the boafe related to thehorrors experiencd by Jews
before,during and shortly after thélolocaustAs a strategySuarealisassociats Zionists from the
Holocaust as if@ew£and Eionist€are twonon-intersectinggroups (his Pillar #4ee page 4
above.

Suaref @nalysiof the 1938 Evian Conference, on resettling refugees fleeing from Histlalso
riddled with error

Suarezsuggestgpage27)that the World Zionist Organisation refused to participate in the 1938
Evian conference, because it was natglicated on a Zionist State in Palestimbat is not true.
Weizmann asked permission to appear at the Conference but was turned dow#*flatwentyof

the 39 nongovernment observer organisatiofisepresented Jewish interes(it is not clear
whether theWZ0O was one of the 39%ndthe British insisted that Palestine could not be discussed
at the Evian Conferenéé

23 Segev, TonDne Palestine, Completéews and Arabs under the British Mand@iage 400)

24W LaqueurHistory of Zionisipage 507

BEKS aaSNIA2y Ay W2yl GKFy opZif, hat NGOR wereAngt invitddl hes NB OA S g ¢
proved on tirther research to be incorrect

26H FeingoldThe Politics of Rescue: The Roosevelt Administration and the Holocaust 91838

2TW Laqueurpp cit

- |
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On the next pag&uarezsuggestghat Ben Gurion was willing to see Jewish children in Germany
killed by the Nazis, rather than seébem esc@e to somewhere other thaRalestingon the
mendaciousness of his interpretation of tlijgote, see page 9 above).

In endnote #2%Buarezites a book by John Quigtéin support of the assertion regarding Eviam O
page 26Quigley does sahat the Worl Zionist Organisation refused participate This is in turn
sourced from books by Datiand Avishdf. We followed them up.

This is when we started getting sucked into the seemingly bottomless and incestuous vortex of anti

Zionist revisionists, atliting each other, with no original source in sightis is precisely how myths

about Israel become accepted wisdanSure enoug? y LI 3S Hn 51 O kbstaidelh G Sa F
in Evian votes; this is sourced from C Sykesssroads to Israél967) page00. (We did nofollow

thistrail further).

Avishai is not supportive Guare@a Of F AY GKI G GKS 22NIR ®%A2yAad hN
in the 1938 Evian conferenc®n the contrargd h'y LI 3 S MOmae th&dblestioNd G Say W
Palestine waslropped from the [Evian]agenda, Golda Myerson, the Jewish Agency delegate to Evian,

was content to observe, without utteringawod. RARY Qi (1y2¢ (GKSy GKIG y2i
but Death Camps awaited the refugees whorome wanted &he wrote lateiin her memoir® If la

had known that, | could not have gone on sitting there silently, hour after hour, being disciplined and

polited My IGfepage Py 0 QP CdzNI KSNE { Kb 34 32 GyK2SINGE A0 3 Aldy2a  &2dyLJl

Suarezcontinually engagesn the strategy of tainting all Zionists because of the actions of one. So,
if any Jewish Zionist said or did anything negative, throughout the entire period between 1917 and
1948,Suareawill use the example to reflect the action back on all Zionists. Hd tien call it

Zionist policyor strategy: It is a highly racist strategy to employ. When discussewgnts before

and afterthe Holocaust, it becomes sickeningly offensive.

The Jews in Palestine and theo-thirds of European Jews murdered by the Namigre closer to
each other than anyther two groups The Jewish population in Palestine exploded between 1929
and 1939, thanks to Jewish refugees from Eurdyel 939- inside the Mandate more than half of

the Jewish population asrecent immigrants esgang European fascisf.

The Jews in Palestine and the Jews in Europe were family. Brothers, uncles, grandparents, mothers,
fathers, children.Or friends and neighbours left behinBuarezseeks to paint a picture where the
Jews were more concerned witlower, politics and money, than with saving their own family.

Suarezites Hanna Brauseveral times in the book. Brauvasan antiZionist Jew anédventually
became aractivist in the Palestine Solidarity Campaiget in her book, shalsotalks about tte

28 JohnQuigley Palestine andsrael: A Challenge to Justice

29 Uri Davis Israel:Utopia Incorporated

30Berrard AvishaiThe Tragedy of Zi@m

31Yehoshua PoratiThe Palestinian Arab National Movement, 19289: From Riots to Rebellifviol 2)Page
39

-— ]
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relationship between thélewish communitin Palestin€} y R  Hurf§p@an WewEdT his quote from
her book page65):

WeKS oI N &SFHNBR (2dzOKSR GKS WSgAaK O2YYdzyAade 27F t
amounting to dread, of practically all Eypean Jews about the fate of family and friends left behind

and by the mobilisation of large numbers of young men and women and their recruitment into the
.NRAGAEAK FNXeQo

Like most of his sourceSparezlearly neither read, nor used this source propeflge quote
negates everything he is saying about the Zionists, the British war effort and the Hol®iauitrly,
Morris in his bot 1948(cited by Suarezn the bibliographyrites:

Wlost Hagana troophadf 2 44 NBf I A 0&a Ay GKS | 2f20FdzadQ

The attemptto disconnect the Jews of Palestine with the Jews of Europe is hecéssSuyaref a
narrative: It is onef the pillars(Pillar #5, se@age 4 aboveon whichhisentire edificeis built.It is
sickening to suggest that the Europa Jews who escaped taakestine in the 1930slid not care
about their brothers, sisters, parents, children, uncles, aunts, graadmts, friends and
neighbours whonthey left behind.

If onebegirsto apply this understanding to events, to connect the people (not all were Zspiist

all were Jews}he entire Suarez narrativen this issudalls apart. When onefurther incorporates

his implication (both about Zionist behaviour at the Evian conference and in Zionist actions in the DP
camps after the wag on whichmore later)that the world was willing to rush and bring Jews to

safety acrosshte globewere it not for Zionist interference, then a truly disgusting stench begins to

fill the page.This false narrative is deeply antisemitic.

Ly KA& RA&Odz aA 2 éent,Bdareduithsr démortra@d hivprepargdNd Stortwist

every pointon this issueregardless of the hypocrisy and inconsistency of his message. Throughout

the discussion ovefewishrefugeesSuareX I & & dz33S&AGSR GKI 0 (K&t A2y Aal
0KS LIS2 L) SOloyalhi2 y STeREmR®SNS in the text referring to before thidar,

RdzNAYy 3 GKS 2FNJFYR I FGUGSNI GKS 2 N |l&topudtihe dza Sa
message agairpége28).

YwWSga ¢gSNBE ySFRSRSK2 IO YIRAY FT2RRSND

His entire argument over the fight for Jewish refugees, the actions of the DPs in Europe and again
over the Jews in Arab countries was that the Zionist leaders just needed numbers, they did not care
about the peopleThe dehumanisdbn of the Zionist leaderss a constant refrain.

Putting aside the obscene suggestion that Jews care less about thdiefathan other peoplegn

pages4my KS O2@SNE GKS 11 QF@FNF (NF yMaZiSG&indny@ NBESYSy i
andZionistGerman Jeww/as signed on 25 August3®. It was designed to enable Jews fleeing
antisemiticpersecution to transfer some portion of their assets to their refugeatestine It

provided some relief for Jews fleeing by allowing them to recover some of the possessions and

$2Hannah BraunWS SRa &riahy/ Qi t
33 Morris, 1948 (page 198)
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assets they were forced to surrender before departing. A portion of those possessions could be
recovered bytransferring them to Palestine as German exports).

But here is howsuarezlescribes the agreemenpége47):

Whe point of the agreement however, was not getting out the people themselves but getting part of
their assets out with thed Q

Aclassic antiseiticslur:TKS WSga 2F tlfSadAyS RARYyQl NBILfte gl
they just wanted the money. Further,gntirely contradicts acentra¥ Sa al DS y¥F2yWY T2 RRSND
Suareauses throughoutthe booR. K& RARY Qi (KS waz2yaawalr gygy WXKBRS
Becausesuarezhad found an even better way of using them to demonise the Zionists. A twisted use

of Jewish victims of persecution to attack other Jew$ienever convenient,Suarezperforms

acrobatics to simply turran argument on ithead.

Thatsectionof the book is historically flawed and highly offensive. He suggests that if not for the

I FQF @F N 3INBSYSyisz GKS SO02y2Yeée 2F DSNXIye g2d#Z R
hNJ AY aAYLX SNJ f | y3dz 3S vidwaTwo.ITitetei@re, bk ZidnidNaRe oY Sy G =y
blame for everything (including the Holocaust).

1
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7: During Wrld War Two

Onpage 68Suarezecounts the story of th@atria It provides a useful example of hdBuarezises
and abuses source matetid hestory of thePatriawas atragedy.It was aship that was ordered by
the British in 1940 teemoveJewsh refugees who werfleeing Europeind who had attempted
unsuccessfullyo get into PalestineThe Haganaanted to damage the ship so that ituad not sail.
Unfortunately, the operation went wrong and 267 people died and 172 were injured.

At the start of the bookSuarezsuggests heelies on three main historian®appe, Morris and
Segev. How many of them does he use to describe and cite esemtected to thePatria? None.

Segevorexamplea dzZ3 36K 8 A2 MSNF GA2Y 413 KlFade |yR odzy3df SRQ

Thescenarioof a tragic accident wouldhot suit Suarez so he uses none of hfavouredhistorians
to support him: Hesimply suggests that Jewish terroriskdew up the ship, without relating the
context. Even though he has access to numerous sources that confirm this was an acsicgent
prefers to rely on a document that can cast doubt on such a scenario:

Whe British committee investigating the trageslgs unsure whether the loss of life was due to the
saboteurs having bungled, or whether they were callously prepared to risk killing a number of
pass¢/ ISNE Ay 2NRQpade® arAy|1 (GKS AKALIQ

The Britisharchive documents on thiacident are clearly recudant ¢ they areno more than heill-
informed opinions of those trying to discover what happendtlis the Israel archives which are key,
as used by the Israeli historiariheBritish archive culd (and indeed should)e used tanvestigate

to comparewith other archives and to build a historiGdcountbased on a cumulative appreciation
of all available sources. Wh&tarezloes heremust surely baleliberate. He ignores the academic
and educated findings of historians who have alreedysideredhis, and chooses to rely ofi-
informed statements simply because they suit his purpda#y would anyonevant to useBritish
archive documentsistoricallyto assess the truth behingthat was in the mind of the Hagana at the
time of the Patriaincident? Itmakes no sense.

ButSuareX | afifishéd.Heli KSy @G+ 1Sa GKS 02YYSyid FTNBY GKS | NDI
2LAYA2YQ GKFGY

WLy SaOl LI o fgéncyivasSndedsepaiedl 0risk Af £ Ay 3 | ydzY.68Mgbn2 T LI &2
to create a scientific arguemt that he knows this, because of where the passengers were sited on
the ship.

And then hegoes on tesuggesti K I & G K S NBdzld® &6 & QO ASANI St A I2FSNY
suggested that the passengers cortted suicide, rather than b&aken back to Europ

SuareR & WS @oktRiSsyti@&iendnotes #123 and #125. There are three National Archive files
mentioned: CO 733/446/4, CO 733/457/12 and CAB 66/13/48/0001.

34 Segevpp cit(page 459)
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CO 733/446/4 has evidence of a British investigation intoRthiadisaster, carrid out by
Alan Rose, A.McNeil and L.Edwards.This does not support the allegation of ‘aover
up'. Andin the same filethe High Commissioner (MacMichaelpds notmention anysuch
possibility.

CO B3/457/12 is claimed in the emobte to contain®wish Affairs, Terrorism, Intelligence
Summary No. 8/45, esp-B@ L (i TFhi Budsybeairndistaken reference in the book. It contains
TAESa 2y WmonpyY tlHtSadAysS araiddz GA2yY 02Y0 2dzi NI 3

CAB 66/13/48/0001 does not ist. Or at leasit did not appear toexist though eventually we
located it (Often, we found thatSuare® & NB T S Nvyaduelp Be alid téieasily locate the
relevant document within a file. In particular hisferencing of the Cabinegjroup offiles prefixed
by CAB see Appendixwasfar too imprecisdo permit verification.Almost none of them are
searchable in the formabuaredists them We attempted to find severa we found some by
dropping or exchanging digits, but the process was towtconsuming and inefficietd pursue
further)®.

ThePatriaevent of course is never placed into context. These Jewish refugees had escaped genocide
FYR FGGSYLIWGSR G2 YIS AlG Ayid2 tltSadgAySe LG o ay
Hagy/ I GKIFG 2FFf2FRSR GKSY FTNRBY 2yS &AKAL 2yG2 Fyz2i
deport these refugees and send them away from Palestingas the British Instead Suarezaints

these refugees as illegals, and suggests the British wanted eatiakn to Mauritius out of kindness,
0SOlFdzA Sy XK SNBAzMISINEdzF (p#e@).A G A Sa TFT2NJ 5t QaQ

On page 7&uarezs NRA Tihe dewish Agency maintained its opposition to Jews joining the Allied
struggle against the Naz¥here is no evidence whatever for thisg in fact the opposite is true.
When the Second World War began in Septenit#89,David BerGurion the head of thelewish
Agency T I Y 2 dza t We will Sgbtfthie WHRItR fapewas if there is no war, and fight the war as
if there is no White Pap&ldiim Weizmanrthe President of th&Vorld Zionist Organisatign

offered the British governmerthe full cooperation of the Jgish community in Mandatory

Palestine. Weizmann sought to establish an identifiably Jewish fighting formation (uddetish

flag) under the auspices of thRritish Army His request for a separate formation was rejected, but
many Jews in Mandatory Palestine wanted to fight the Nazis and joined the British Army. Some of
these were formed into separatlewish companies in their battalions.

On page 23Buared & a SNI ar 2yrAr (I KS [ SKA GNI AySSa 6SNB aOKAf
whom died in the battleé ® 2 h W c MEhs filadoes Bot N@ALANSHES.

WO 208/1705 is also cited (datingifn 1944). It is clearly written by a colonial official with an

animus against the Jews in Palestine. For exanhglsuggests that the Jewish Youth Movement was
Wzy LI S alk yift & NBYAY A EhaSuthia repdgnaitikdnparisoriicoufdhié miadledzi K Q
1944 beggars belief. We are reminded of this quote fidantley Crur®Y | tréist | will not shock the

35 Similarly ednote #8states that Weizmann claimed that Arabs are inferior people andasnot deserve a
vote. In areviewof the book(op cif), one of us pointed out that Suarez gives no source for this claim of
Weizmann. Suarez respondéutp://thomassuarez.com/houseoflorspaper142.htm)l

that the quote is in FO 608/99. We checked this large file. The quote does not appear.

36 Bartley CrumBehind The Silken Curtain
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reader if | say that fully 70% of the British colonial officials whom | met in Palestine either were, at
worst, openly antisemitic or, at best, commt unsympathetic and ever resentful towards Jewish
hopes in Palestin@

Throughoutthe book,Suarezappears to regarthe material in the UK archives asitten by an

impartial observer(Pillar #7 see pagel above. But the truth- of course- is thatit displays a

growinghostility, dueto the deterioration in thegeopoliticalenvironment as the Mandate
LINEANBAaaSRd . &8 GKS 1G4S mMponQasz IledingBukoPe, antNds(i A 4 K ¥
a resultexperienced growing violence directediards their soldiers, elements of Zionist society

and the British became adversalti The files and the comments within must be reaginst this
backgroundSuareZails to do this.

Effectively Suarezs simply grabbing at selective quotes, and presenthem out of all context.
Every document, every official, every situation, would need to be researched to begin to
comprehend the underlying messages contained in some of the stories these files can tell.

And then there is the antisemitism. This frothe Weekly Intelligence Review, week endiiq?)
January 19437

Witnessaes Lo the Hobbsry

As might well De exXp§ sotad, . ths f‘f';": og‘:‘ivclzegarzggs
in one week hnz crosted & feeling of considereble & i S
panic in TEL-AVIV. As usgsl the public oTe sereeming for
drastic’ ection on the pert of the Juthnr tics toO qrrcz)t
tho.perpetrators. Hgone weuld oo mora plecased then m‘
police to see tho ond of STEEN end his gang, But the old
Jewish treit of never g*vln," pwey snother Jew mekes a difficult
tesk elmost impossible

ELESINTEY Ul s ane ad bl wwed 1Y

. Antlsemltlsm within c;ff|C|aI British documents

Wht R WS gSuargR AGRWF QUi aadza & YA aa GKS ydAaSyaldrays KS
feeds off it, making accusatiogsnstructeal from conclusions built othis type of antisemitic
mentality. Suarezeports this specific attack in Tel Aviv (20uky) on page 73.

This from a situation report, 22/7/194%.

=T mae
r g 20 0l 3ttzos he . werk of more than 4 &
o -;::el»s o ﬂftel +he Jewish tendency g ~“’“ﬁl.1

e goat over pitter stru Sse
e oo doidd 12 8 $1e Doty haigy
o aunists $he% 0

.:.;tr‘lfa and Stalindsts:

3TWO 169 /4334

38WO 169/148
1
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Or this, when discussing a British Jwinember of the House of Lords. From a report of a meeting

with Sir W Battershiff?

Sf M.I.5, 18 consulted On ZAOMLSY mexwve==y -

:go:nlm'a;arial about Zionism which eoxnestto the

notice of M.I.5. Lord Rothachiid J¢ 02 ine most

course, & aZioniet; oaA)

impo non-Zionist Jews in the coun .
e ason to doubt his integrity. '?:; he

is also no re ¥
is also known to us to be clasely mmtouc R re

te and to go a certa
ﬁ::igga;n::r;;onim. Wie Telt that it m“uch
unfortunate that our most secret documents i
for instance, as the highly confidential despa
and enclosure at §) should be shovm to sgt
prominent a Jew, however great his integrity.

Whfortunatethat secreffile should be shown to so prominent a Jew

aa

Which leals to these types of statemei(from the same report dated16 April 133):

PV W W T A w e ammeen W W W W Wem e wwem o wmem o o me——— =

‘I'l; Colonel Teague's view a large number of

Jews were trained by S.0.E.; the S.0.E.

Ooffrice was raw at the time when they first

set up house in the Middle East; and/were :
thoroughly tricked by the Jews in  more L /
ERRSerS 2060 000y, Sr@ Ihey Peved¥el lers i

—

Y koroughly ticked by Jew3

This report goes on to suggeSblonelt S | 3 daBly dordide that an incident would be staged by

GKS WSgasx a2 | NNFy3ISR I a (.EveHidgdetBnesipisSible whithino & F A N
this mindset. This is commentaignd in places antisemitism drips from the pagésareZeeds off

this commentary as biwrites his book, oblivioU®r sympathetic}o the racist mindset that formed

some of it.

Interestingly, when discussing tisarumd® and Patria(page82), Suaremnceagain uses the
opportunity to suggest Zionists did not care about the Jews in Eut@penist officials sent not a

single emissary to the Ghettos of Poland

LG A &y QSBuaregn@idadetiVRsoa @ v A a dould2fréety er@ePoldndiif21942, but éfile
with the reports on the Struma (W@069/4334) also contains thfs:

: ki z ndeavour o

The Jews in PALESLINE are making every © .
ingratiate themselves with POL.ND. 4 report has beg&ﬁ?{;‘?‘:&%ﬂn \
that POLISH and CZECH JEWS are trying to form a cor ae \
arding of Jewish rights and equality in ,

object will be the salfegu
a FEDER.TION OF POL.ND and CZECHOSLOV::KTise

Endeavours of Jews in Palestine

39F0 1093/330
40TheStrumawas a ship trying to take several hundred Jewishgeés from Axigllied Romania to Palestine.

It was torpedoed by a Soviet submarine on 24 February 1942, 15 months afteathiadisaster
41 From Weekly Intelligence Review number 14, 25/2/1942 WO 169/4334
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Suaref @bility toignore the parts of thdiles that disprove his own writing is1aeasing. Take the
comments orpage66 that belittle the Jewiskvar effort. Suarezspends much time suggesting the
Jews did not fully contribute to therar effort. He citedile WO 169/148gage66 and endnote
#117) Then on page 77 hmentionsthat \Hbout 9000 Palestinian Araléad enlisted with Allied
forces, agairstressing thathe Zionist leades(eterminationW K | Y LIAeNVssRUQ recruitment
effort. He points ait that the Jewish g§ency maintained opposition even though November 1942
brought'Hews of the death cam@kThis time he referencesifdnote #39) WO 16/4334, the same
filethatO2 y (i | A ¥I& FRwish Kafrefévence

Wefailed toverify much of whatSuarezhad written. Endnote #39sourceghe informationfrom

Weekly Intelligenced¥iewnumber42for week ending 25 Namber 1942; summary omber14.

Except the summary reports appear to lm@nthly reports, notweeklyand summary 14 is
DecembernotNovember2 S O2 dzZ R y 2 0 dFrivynR invisih@idiiese dacdments
(however we acknowledge the figure is genuine). Nor that the Jewish pgiesire for a Jewish

army was hampering the attempt to recruit men from the Jewish population (the Yishuv) to support
G§KS !t f A S DathecobnhdrySrifitie 2VRI169/148 file are several positive updates
regarding Jewish recruitment. For exam(22 July 1940):

Where has been a good an even enthusiastic response from the Jews to the recent call for recruits
both for the army and R.A.F., and it is believed that a good type of man has been obtained. The Arabs
on the other hand have shown little énisiasm for general service in the British Army, but there is a
growing desire for the enrolment of Arab units for local defe@ce.

Recruiting., Phare has been a good and even enthusiastic response from
the Jews to tho rscent call for resruits both fir the Army and the RLAWF., =
‘ amd it is Yelfc/md that a good type of man hes been obtsined., The Arabs on the

other hand have shown 1ittls enthusisam for gensral service in the British
‘! pgrmy, but thers is a growing desire Tor the enrolment nf Arnb units for loeal
defence.

Enthusiastic response to recruitment

¢t KS RSY2ftAGAZ2Y 2F {dzZ NBT Qa IHNBdraSgcarabRe2uGately y 2 i NB €
the Jewish contribution to the war effort. Which raises the question of why Suaeszo hard to

convey thatthe Jewish war effort was minimal but assiduously overst#tesArab contribution. In

truth, 136,000 Palestinian Jews volunteefedservice wih the British Arm§Z. That is 15 times the

total number of Arabs from a population just half the sizer 30:1.lt is absurd to compare them.

SoSuarez hawritten something obviously wrong, purely reinforce the calumny thalews had
more important things to do than fight Hitler. Suarezggests thathe Zionists went on a campaign
to stop Jews from volunteering. Which creates another problem. Because the number of Jewish
volunteers was so high (almost all eligible Jewlsinteered), itmeans eithetthat 'Zionist leaders'

had absolutely no control over any segment of the population, or that 'Zionist leaders' never

42 Mark TesslerA History of the Israefalestiman Conflic{page 249

1
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embarked on such a campaign. Either way, this exposes another collapse of internal integrity within
the narrative from Suarez'book.

Suarez has ignored several positive messages in one file, to take one negative one and slightly distort
Aldd {dz NBT glyida G2 O2y@Se (KS gKz2ffe FKAAG2NRO
their family members who were being murderéy the Nazi menace. He also wants to pretend that

collusion exists (a meeting of ideological minds) between Zionists and Nazis. This as the Nazis

destroyed European Jewry.

This simply highlights houarezappears to choose the elements of a file wheauits him, whilst
ignoring those parts that entirely contradict the point he wishes to mgkgality research this is
not.

Another of Suaref éentral pillas cannow be addressedPillar #9 see page 4 aboyeOne of the
main problens he faces in consticting his false narrativis that for the most part, violent Zionist
activity was both defensive and restricted to extreme elementse Hagna wascreated to defend
against Arab violence. Like any community, the Jews in Palestine had extremists. Tvefdeshare
full of material acrosshe political spectrum- from British wariness of the Jewish communists, to
theiro I YR G A Y Spen wadSe with Jawisy tigibing)extremists.

But that extremism was limitedndit wasstill for the mostpart in reaction to events on the ground
¢ reactive not proactive As Arab violence exploded and Jewish refugees wepped ina
European continent that was farove their graveyard, fringe groups (the Irgun &tern) turned
violent. Some of that vitence (principally Stern violengavas directed towards Jews

But it does not suiBuare®a Yy I NNJ G A @S Zionsmhadawiblénifringel BeeelKtidtai
mainstream Zionism with this brushy maintaining thatthese fringe groups werdoingthe workof
the Hagana and the Jewislgéncy. It is a constai@uarezefrain throughout the1936-1947period,
at which point civil war overtook the landscap example from th&ook page 74, on the events
of 1942)

0At which point the goals of the Reinists were now those of mainstream Ziordsm

To highlight how desperatis Suare @tempt to smear the Zionist leadership with the same brush
as the extremistswe now present another fraudulent quote, whiGuareappears to have
misinterpretedto precisely invert its meaning.

In the later years of the Mandat&eddy KollekNMlayor of Jerusalerfrom 1965 to 199Breportedto
the British on terrorist activityHis interviews are detailed in several filegKV 5/29 and KV 5/34).

Suarepaints Kolleka 'y WA y F 2 NJyritish @ thaélHagahal Ixgdh aiéirSsecretly
cooperatingInfactY 2 £ £ S1 Q& app&rénflyh BB & F & ( K S down oa thgligghd  Of I Y LJ
Kollek was used to pass information to the British. The British couldatieagainst the Irgun.

1
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Rather than show collusion between the Hagana and Irgun, Kollek highlights how the British and
Hagana worked together to fight theolencethat the Zionist leadership opposéé.

Suarezlearly knows nothing of this, and suggests:

WtftS]T O2YFANNSR (KIG GKS %A2yAad SaidlrofAaKYSydaQ
to Kollek the Hagana and Irgun would agree on a particular terror attack, the Irgun would carry it
out, and the Jewish agency would then publicly condet@it

Which is absurd considering Kollek is appareatflgwish Agency / British gmetween. The souwe
for this statement (pag&06) inendnote #02 is an extract from an interview (interview number 8)
with Kollek?* From the interview:

W¢ KSNB 4| agestirSof thelrguR and $tétn as organisations being controlled by, or
G2Nl Ay3 gaidkbatWrBEYYKR KFIR 06SSy GNBAYy3I KIFENR (2 3Si

Given the level of distortion, we feel it necessary to reproduce the entire extract

Kollekis clearly distancing the Hagana from both the Irgun and Stern. Where is the secret
collusion?

43 For indication of type of work Kollek was doing for the Jewish Agency
http://iww.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/theldquo-hunting-seasorrdquo
44KV 5/29 Interview ref DSO/P13576
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