Y7y PANN D3 9999

11U TAN PIRN 993 999 DY Mmiphnon oy
MPINND TANY AYANIL YMVDNN MNND 1OND Y
A0 DMAVNN INIYD

AN PANN 9953 yavnh may ony Tuna
SIVINID PTININ MIVDNIN 11900 HY WIND NN
WPNN 1PD9Y N7NMAN NNNYNH NN 1Y IND
nYYNY NVAY NN MLYNN YYINN DY MHN WP
“YINY P8 MTHY MTHinD Ypnch Aaphn )1on
DUYY an5 QDN LTIV 2% AMay nnna ;nm
SV NYVYI DINY MY NNN AN Yy DAY DYMANd
,NTANNAY NIYPYA 0N 1Y DD INOR YN
DY YY NNV ayn YN 1Y Y53

SY NYNINA NYINIA MNIND MNMVDYIN )ONN
MINY MM DI PYD YN LPANN JHa o019
M DWPN DM D) LNNNRYD 1P2191 PN Py
PARN 1PN NDIYON 119NN TN N NP2 DNINN
DYIN DY DMVYP havy 990 KD Punin MYN
SN DYYD AN MTOIM

PanNd NOY Yy ,NYP DNYY ,0Ys NI NPON
N TN YY DAY NN L0 PANND YY
VNI OMNINM MPMPNN Yy MM YNy
IR ,0%A DM NN Wavin PIvDINa
NN NN MIONN NR NN NN Y35 Hyn
YN ONN NN a5 TN nban m¥ann
AP PANN Y93 .NYYM NNUPNRn INPYWR DY
YoY ,D¥1PAY DMYA MDD XIND MIThN DMYs
=An 0PINY DNV Y HUN AN DY DN Y
S9N VNP

SO0 N MmNy Mg Ly Y N PR 9o
I TIY 19D DLYNINIDA IMNINN NINY VIR VDD
9y POINNVY PYNY NN TN DINT OYY 0
MY .oMYN NY7TAY LY NN MAnn 2non
MAYY TIND NYP DN DDINONIDN MYIND N7
YIPN D) YI) INOM 1D 0PN NNNY DMNMNION
NIN LPIARD 993 OV 1N 7T INPYIND ANIVA
YN MMONN YV NMPNa MmN Yo Y1nvin
NNY PYDININRD IMTN NIN NIYY ,ONIN DIt
STINON INANNNTID

1PV YNY

136




Arendt, who uses an exaggerated objectivity towards the crimial
Eichman, deals with the victims much more severely. She minimizes the
value of Jewish self-defense activities, and the multitudes of victims
are dealt with without any serious concern or undestanding.She rejects
the testimony of most of the survivors of the Holocaust because she
rejects “emotionalism”. The most serious section of Arendt’s hypotehesis
is that area which deals with Jewich collaboration. The mention of
Jewish collaboration is no new descovery on her part, though she does
exaggerate the proportions of this collaboration. More serious than this
though, is her assertion that Jewish collaboration was an active factor
in the execution of the destruction process, and that it was one of the
decisive factors in enabling the mass murder to be carried out.

Hannah Arendt isn’t equipped with the necessary knowledge in
order to make synthetic evalutions of such a sensitive and mystery
filled period. She doesn’t know the languages which the Jews of Eastern
Eprope wrote in, and therefore didn’t learn her material from first hand
sources. She builds her assumptions on the basis of accidentally collected
material which came her way, or she turns towards the books of Heil-
berg and Reigtlinger which are filled with many inaccuracies and
weaknesses concerning the Jews.

The damage which the book has caused and the controversy which
it has aroused is so great, because the author didn’t direct it towards
the small audience which knows about the period from serious and
well-based sources, but she succeeded, thanks to the sensational back-
ground, to reach many who have no preparation, and no critical ap-
proach, who learned about these things from the distorted view of
Arendt.

In memory of those who are no longer with us:
Words of appreciation for the personality and historical activities
of the late Dr. A. L. Kubovy, and late Prof. Beryl Mark.

FROM THE ARGUMENTS OF THE JUDGES FROM THE GANIA LEVY
PRIZE, WHICH WAS AWARDED TO “MORESHET”

..“Moreshet” is today the only magazine in Israel, appearing on a
regular basis, which is dedicated to research on the period of the
Holocaust, its causes and its history. The 5 issues which have appeared
up to this point, reveal a broad, and in part previously unknown
picture of the darkest period in the history of our people. Sections of
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