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Chronology

This chronology makes no claim to completeness. It is designed to assist readers in
placing the documents in this book in historical context.

1871  January Unification of Germany and founding of German Empire under Chancellor
Otto von Bismarck.
1875 Founding of Socialist Workers’ Party.
1878 Bismarck’s anti-socialist Laws passed by Reichstag. Court Chaplain Adolf Stoecker
founds anti-Semitic Christian Social Workers’ Party.
1879 Austro-German Dual Alliance.
1888  June Wilhelm Il becomes kaiser.
1889 20 April Adolf Hitler born in Braunau am Inn in Austria.
1890  March Bismarck dismissed. Anti-socialist laws repealed.
1891 Socialist Party, renamed Social Democratic Party (SPD), adopts Marxist program.
Formation of Pan-German League. Formation of Franco-Russian alliance.
1898 German naval construction program.
1899 Publication of Houston Stewart Chamberlain’s Foundations of the Nineteenth Century.
1907  August Formation of Triple Entente (Britain, France, Russia).
1908 5 October Cirisis precipitated by Austrian annexation of Bosnia.
1911 July Crisis precipitated by dispatch of German gunboat to Agadir in French-
controlled Morocco. SPD opposes German action.
1912 January SPD gains 25 percent of seats and becomes largest party in the Reichstag.
1914 28 June Heir to the Austrian throne assassinated in Sarajevo.
28 July Austria-Hungary declares war on Serbia.
| August Germany declares war on Russia.
3 August Germany declares war on France.
4 August Britain declares war on Germany.
10 Sepember Schlieffen Plan fails after German defeat at the Battle of the Marne.
1915 April Germans introduce use of poison gas on the Western front.
May Italy enters the war against Germany and Austria-Hungary.
1916  August Field Marshall Paul von Hindenburg appointed Commander-in-Chief of German
forces with General Erich Ludendorff as his Chief of Staff.
1917 31 January Germany resumes unlimited submarine warfare.
16 March Czar Nicholas Il abdicates after a week of revolutionary turbulence.
6 April US declares war on Germany.
July SPD supports Peace Resolution in Reichstag. High Command ousts
Chancellor Theodor von Bethmann-Hollweg from office.
7 November Bolsheviks under Vladimir llyich Lenin seize power in Russia.
8 November Lenin issues Peace Decree.
16 December Russian armistice with Germany.
1918  February German troops seize Kiev and advance on Petrograd.

14 March Peace treaty between Russia and Germany signed at Brest-Litovsk.
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Germans mount final offensive in West.

Civil war in Russia with Allies supporting the counter-revolution.

German offensive halted in West.

Germany sues for peace.

Revolt of German sailors in Kiel.

Revolution in Bavaria.

Abdication of Kaiser Wilhelm IlI. Proclamation of German Republic.

German government emissaries sign armistice at Compiegne ending First World War.
Spartacus uprising is crushed in Berlin.

National Constitutional Assembly convenes in Weimar. Friedrich Ebert elected
President.

Benito Mussolini organizes new fascism movement in Italy.

Soviet regime crushed in Bavaria.

Signing of Treaty of Versailles.

Adoption of Weimar Constitution.

Hitler joins the German Workers’ Party in Munich.

German Workers’ Party adopts “25-point Program.”

Kapp Putsch attempt in Berlin.

Armistice with Poland ends Russian Civil War.

Hitler becomes chairman of renamed National Socialist German Workers’
Party (NSDAP)

Mussolini asked to form a new government in Italy after threatening a “March
on Rome.”

French army occupies industrial Ruhr.

First Nazi Party Congress in Munich.

The “Great Inflation” in Germany.

Gustav Stresemann becomes German chancellor and ends policy of passive
resistance to the French.

Under dictator Gustav von Kahr, Bavaria breaks relations with central
government in Berlin.

Hitler and Ludendorff launch Beer Hall Putsch in Munich.

Introduction of new currency ends Great Inflation.

Hitler sentenced to five years in prison for high treason with eligibility for
parole in six months.

Hitler released from prison.

Hitler reorganizes NSDAP.

Hindenburg elected German President.

Publication of first volume of Mein Kampf.

Formation of NSDAP protection squad (SS).

Hitler rejects any modification to “25-point Program.”

Speaking ban on Hitler lifted in Prussia.

Nazis receive only 2.6 percent of the vote in Reichstag elections.

Start of stock market crash in New York.

Chancellor Heinrich Briining rules by decree under Article 48 of the Weimar
Constitution.

Nazis become second-largest party in the Reichstag with 18.3 percent of the vote.
Hitler joins Nationalists (DNVP) in giant Harzburg Front rally.

Chancellor Briining declares Germany will not resume reparations.

Hitler gains enthusiastic reception by industrialists in Dusseldorf.
Hindenburg reelected President in run-off against Hitler.

Briining prohibits paramilitary units from marching in public.

Briining resigns as chancellor and is replaced by Franz von Papen.

Ban on Nazi storm troopers lifted.

Papen removes SPD prime minister in Prussia and declares martial law.
Nazis double their strength and become largest party in Reichstag with 37.4
percent of the vote.
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Hitler refuses post of vice-chancellor in Papen’s government.

Hermann Goering elected president of Reichstag.

Transit strike paralyzes Berlin.

Nazis lose 35 seats in Reichstag election, while Communists continue to gain.
General Kurt von Schleicher named German chancellor.

Hitler appointed chancellor with Papen as vice-chancellor.

Fire destroys Reichstag.

Hitler suspends basic civil liberties.

Nazis win 43.9 percent of Reichstag vote and form a majority with the
Nationalists.

Nazis open first official concentration camp in Dachau near Munich.
Reichstag passes Enabling Act giving Hitler full dictatorial power.

Beginning of Gleichschaltung of the states.

Nazis organize one-day boycott of Jewish businesses.

Removal of Jews, Communists, Social Democrats and other political opponents
from the Civil Service.

Dissolution of labor unions and formation of German Labor Front (DAF).
Public burning of “un-German” books.

Nazis become only legal party. Nazis pass sterilization law to prevent
“genetically diseased offspring.”

Concordat between German Reich and the Vatican.

Creation of German Chamber of Culture.

Germany leaves League of Nations and disarmament conference.
Non-aggression pact with Poland.

Papen’s Marburg speech.

Over 120 persons killed in purge of Ernst Roehm and the SA.

Austrian Nazis fail in attempt to gain power.

Death of President Hindenburg. Hitler takes over presidency while retaining
title of chancellor.

90.8 percent vote in favor of reunion with Germany in Saar plebiscite.
Hitler announces introduction of universal military training in defiance of
Versailles Treaty.

Anglo-German Naval Treaty.

Nuremberg racial laws deprive Jews of rights.

Mussolini’s armies invade Ethiopia.

Nazis enter Rhineland.

Heinrich Himmler named head of Reich police.

Right-wing forces under Francisco Franco start civil war against Spanish
Republic.

Hitler opens Olympic Games in Berlin.

Announcement of Four-Year Plan.

Founding of Lebensborn agency for aid to single mothers.

Creation of “Axis” through Italo-German treaty.

German—Japanese Anti-Comintern Pact.

Membership in Hitler Youth made compulsory.

Papal encyclical on “The Church in Germany.”

Hitler outlines his plans for expansion in “Hossbach Memorandum.”

Italy accedes to Anti-Comintern Pact.

Lord Halifax visits Germany to seek British—-German agreement.

Hitler assumes direct control of armed forces through creation of new High
Command (OKW).

German troops enter Austria.

More than 99 percent of voters in Germany and Austria approve the Austrian
Anschluss.

Resignation of Army Chief of Staff Ludwig Beck.

Munich Agreement transfers Sudetenland from Czechoslovakia to Germany.
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Kristallnacht pogrom against German Jews.

Britain recognizes Franco’s regime in Spain.

Nazis occupy Prague in violation of Munich Agreement and establish
Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia.

Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain pledges to support Poland militarily
against threats to her sovereignty. Germany renounces Anglo-German Naval
Treaty and Non-Aggression Treaty with Poland.

Italy and Germany sign Pact of Steel.

Albert Einstein writes to President Roosevelt suggesting feasibility of atomic bomb.
Germany demands Danzig (Gdansk) from Poland.

France and Britain reaffirm pledge of aid to Poland.

Nazi—Soviet Non-Aggression Treaty signed, with secret protocol dividing Eastern
Europe into spheres of influence.

Germans invade Poland.

Britain and France declare war on Germany.

Warsaw surrenders. SS Main Office for Reich Security (RSHA) established in
Berlin under Reinhard Heydrich.

Hitler authorizes euthanasia program.

Britain and France reject Hitler’s offer of peace in return for acceptance of
conquest of Poland.

Construction of concentration camp at Auschwitz.

Germans occupy Denmark and invade Norway.

Germans launch attack on France and Benelux countries. Winston Churchill
replaces Chamberlain as prime minister.

Allied expeditionary force evacuated from Dunkirk.

Italy declares war on Britain and France.

French sign armistice in Compiégne.

British reject Hitler’s peace proposal.

Standoff in Battle of Britain forces postponement of plans to invade Britain.
Signing of Italo-German—Japanese Tripartite Pact.

Hitler unsuccessful in persuading Vichy France and Franco’s Spain from joining
war against Britain.

Italians invade Greece.

Soviet Foreign Minister Vyacheslav Molotov visits Hitler in Berlin.

Hitler authorizes plans for Operation Barbarossa, the invasion of the USSR.
Germans invade Yugoslavia and Greece.

German troops invade the Soviet Union. Einsatzgruppen begin extermination of Jews.
New Ministry for the Occupied Eastern Territories established under Alfred
Rosenberg.

Heydrich instructed to draw up plan for general solution of Jewish Question in
Europe.

Churchill and Roosevelt sign Atlantic Charter.

German troops take Smolensk, 200 miles from Moscow.

Leningrad surrounded.

Jews in Germany forced to wear yellow Star of David.

Soviets launch counterattack at Moscow.

Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor.

Gassing of Jews in mobile gas vans at Chelmno begins.

Germany and Italy declare war on the US.

Field Marshal Walther von Brauchitsch dismissed as Commander of the Army.
Hitler assumes operational command of the army.

Wannsee Conference to coordinate Final Solution of Jewish Question.
Beginning of deportation of Jews from Warsaw Ghetto to Treblinka.

German troops reach Stalingrad.

British counteroffensive forces Rommel’s Africa Corps to retreat at El Alamein

in Egypt.
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Anglo-American landing in North Africa.

Germans occupy Vichy France.

Soviets encircle German Sixth Army in Stalingrad.

Roosevelt and Churchill announce policy of “unconditional surrender” at
Casablanca Conference.

Surrender of the German Sixth Army at Stalingrad.

“White Rose” student resistance leaders arrested. Goebbels announces “total
war” at mass rally in Berlin.

Start of Warsaw Ghetto uprising.

Surrender of Africa Corps at Tunis.

Warsaw Ghetto uprising suppressed and ghetto destroyed.

Allies land in Sicily.

German defeat in the Battle of Kursk.

Mussolini deposed by Fascist Grand Council.

Himmler becomes Reich Interior Minister.

Italy signs armistice with Allies.

Soviets retake Smolensk.

Italy declares war on Germany.

German troops occupy Hungary. Beginning of roundup of Hungarian Jews
under personal direction of Adolf Eichmann.

Allied forces enter Rome.

D-Day: Allied invasion of Normandy.

Opening of Soviet summer offensive.

German military revolt fails.

Start of uprising of Polish Home Army.

Red Army reaches German borders in East Prussia.

Liberation of Paris.

Anglo-American forces reach German borders in West.

Surrender of Polish Home Army in Warsaw.

End of gassing operations at Auschwitz.

German counterattack in the Battle of the Bulge in the Ardennes.

Liberation of Auschwitz by Red Army troops.

Big Three (Roosevelt, Stalin, Churchill) meet at Yalta in the Crimea and decide
on temporary division of Germany into occupation zones after the war.
Allied planes devastate Dresden.

American troops cross Rhine River at Remagen.

Mussolini killed by partisans in Milan.

Hitler commits suicide in his bunker in Berlin.

Germans surrender unconditionally.

Hitler’s successor Karl Doenitz and other government leaders arrested.
Potsdam Conference confirms formation of Allied Control Council to govern
Germany from Berlin.

Japan signs unconditional surrender.

Beginning of Nuremberg War Crimes trials.

Execution of Nazi war criminals at Nuremberg.

American and British zones of occupation combined into “Bizonia.”
Secretary of State George Marshall announces European Recovery Program.
Soviets walk out of Allied Control Council in protest against failure to create
central German government.

Soviets blockade Western land access to Berlin to protest introduction of new
Western currency and creation of separate VWest German state. Allies mount airlift.
End of Berlin blockade.

Establishment of Federal Republic of Germany (FRG).

Konrad Adenauer becomes first chancellor of FRG.

Establishment of German Democratic Republic (GDR) with Walter Ulbricht as
head of the Socialist Unity Party (SED).
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The FRG and Israel sign agreement providing restitution payments to Jewish people.
Paris Agreements give FRG full sovereignty with authority to rearm, without
nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons.

Soviet Union forms Warsaw Pact in response to German rearmament and
membership in NATO.

Austrian State Treaty ends occupation.

Adenauer visits Moscow to open diplomatic relations between the FRG and
USSR and to secure the return of remaining German POWs.

Communist Party outlawed in FRG.

Beginning of Eichmann trial in Jerusalem.

Construction of Berlin Wall separating East and West Berlin.

The killing of a student by a policeman at a demonstration against the Shah of
Iran in Berlin precipitates militant student protests.

Willy Brandt (SPD) is elected chancellor.

Brandt signs treaty of reconciliation with Poland and kneels at memorial to the
victims of the Warsaw Ghetto uprising.

Walter Ulbricht replaced by Erich Honecker as First Secretary of the SED.
The West German parliament ratifies treaty recognizing the GDR as a
separate state within the German nation.

Four-Power Accord recognizes special status of West Berlin.

Leaders of the terrorist Red Army Fraction (RAF) commit suicide in prison.
No-confidence vote leads to replacement of Chancellor Helmut Schmidt
(SPD) by Helmut Kohl of the conservative Christian Democratic Union
(CDU).

US President Ronald Reagan joins Chancellor Kohl for a controversial
ceremony at the military cemetery in Bitburg as an act of conciliation on the
40th anniversary of the end of the Second World War.

Historian Ernst Nolte’s revisionism precipitates bitter historians’ dispute
(Historikerstreit) on the place of National Socialism in German history.
Opening of the Berlin Wall.

Elections in the GDR bring the CDU to power.

The FRG and GDR sign a treaty to unite Germany under the West German
constitution.

Four victor powers and two German states sign a treaty conferring full sovereignty
on a united Germany and renouncing all German territorial claims arising from the
Second World War.

Reunification of Germany with its capital in Berlin.
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This book is a collection of documents and source materials of various kinds on Nazi
Germany. It provides a historical survey of the Nazi era, its pre-history, and its aftermath
through the primary sources that are the building blocks of history. The book is prob-
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Finally, we wish to express our appreciation to our son Emmet for patiently putting
up with the inevitable disruptions that accompany such a time-consuming project.

Roderick Stackelberg
Sally A. Winkle
Spokane, WA
September 2001






Introduction

The more Nazi Germany and the Holocaust recede in time, the more present they
seem to be in our historical memory. In May 2001, on the 56th anniversary of the end of
the Second World War, the German news-weekly Der Spiegel launched a 20-part series
entitled, “Hitler’s Long Shadow: The Presence of the Past.” “The past is ever-present,”
the editors wrote: “when the Constitutional Court considers the prohibition of the
[radical right-wing] NPD, when German soldiers again go to war [in Kosovo], or when
physician-assisted suicide is discussed.” The memory of Nazism and the Holocaust
continues to affect many aspects of public life in Germany, and in other countries as
well. And yet surveys in various countries have shown that significant segments of the
public, especially younger people, are surprisingly ignorant of what National Socialism
was all about. And though there is general agreement on the perfidy of Nazism, there is
no firm consensus even among historians about its causes or its meaning. Indeed, the
question seems more pressing than ever: how could such an event have occurred? And
what lessons, if any, can we derive from this outbreak of savagery in what we had come
to think of as the “civilized world?”

This collection of primary texts presumes to make some contribution to answering
these questions. The principal criterion we have used in selecting documents is that they
will help us to understand the origins, characteristics, and consequences of Nazism.
There are documents of many types, including official papers, public addresses, diplo-
matic records, and ideological or propagandistic tracts, but also eyewitness accounts and
personal experiences. If the former give a traditional view of history from the top, the
latter provide an equally useful but often neglected historical perspective from below.
Although the focus of the collection is on the actions and motives of the perpetrators, we
have included selections describing the cruel plight of victims as well.

In picking out documents we have tried to choose representative examples that offer
insights into the nature of Nazism and its effects. Some documents, such as the Nazi
program (Doc. 2.6) are well-known; others, such as the Goebbels diary segments only
recently discovered in Soviet archives (Doc. 5.20) are new. Many of the documents are
published here in English for the first time. Most of the previously published selections
have been carefully checked against the German originals to remove any inaccuracies in
translation. With some exceptions where a thematic grouping seemed most helpful (for

1 Der Spiegel 19 (7 May 2001), p. 3.
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example, Docs. 4.17 and 4.18 on the friction between church and state), the 148 docu-
ments are organized chronologically, thus providing a consistent historical narrative. But
primary documents, like facts, are only the building blocks of history. It is not until they
are interpreted that they enable us to accurately reconstruct the history of the times. To
be useful they must be read with a critical eye. They must be assessed for their truthful-
ness, the purpose for which they were written, and the interests they serve. The introduc-
tions to each chapter and each document provide the historical context in which these
documents first appeared and some analysis of their content and significance.

This book differs from earlier collections of source material on Nazism in providing
selections not just from the Weimar period and the Third Reich, but from earlier and
later periods as well. The essay by Richard Wagner that opens the collection was first
published in 1850; the last selection, a newspaper account of hostility to foreigners in East
Germany, was written in 2000. The wide scope of the book reflects our conviction that the
Nazi experience cannot be adequately understood without some examination of'its long-
term roots or its after-effects in public policy and memory. It must be borne in mind,
however, that history is always contingent and open-ended, and the patterns in history
that we can detect with the benefit of hindsight do not mean that these patterns were
inevitable from the start or that history could not have taken an entirely different course
at any given time. The identification of continuities is not intended to imply that Nazism
was a necessary result of German history; it is only intended to facilitate understanding of
how this extraordinary historical episode came about. The documents of the pre- and
post-Nazi era thus serve not only as a record of the past but also as an admonition that it is
within our power to determine our history and avoid the pitfalls of the past.

Although National Socialism was part of the broader twentieth-century European
movement of fascism, its peculiarly radical features and the reasons for its triumph in
Germany cannot be fully understood without some examination of nineteenth and early
twentieth-century German history (see Chapter 1). The First World War was the essential
precondition for the rise of European fascism, a movement dedicated to national regen-
eration through the destruction of democracy and socialism and the revival in modern-
ized form of the authoritarian and militaristic values of the past. The constitutional
weaknesses and lack of democracy of the German Empire founded by Otto von Bismarck
in 1871 would not have culminated in the rise of Nazism if the First World War had not
provided the necessary conditions. The war and the revolutions that came in its wake
and, above all, German defeat had the effect of propelling the grievances, policies, ideas,
and values of the marginalized pre-war radical right into the post-war conservative main-
stream. If the German Empire had enjoyed a peaceful development it is unlikely that the
extreme nationalism and anti-Semitism of the pre-war radical fringe would have been so
widely embraced by “respectable” conservatives after the war.

The Weimar Republic that followed the war labored under severe handicaps from
the start (see Chapter 2). Germans almost unanimously viewed the Versailles Treaty as
terribly unjust. The fact that a democratic government had signed the treaty, even if
under duress, did not commend democracy to Germans as a system that was likely to
effectively represent German national interests. Many Germans also considered demo-
cracy incapable of defending Germany from a socialist movement emboldened by the
Communist revolution in Russia and sustained by the economic deprivations brought
on by war and the continuing Allied blockade. The Weimar government was weakened
by the lack of support of many left-wing workers and intellectuals who saw liberal demo-
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cracy as a barrier to establishing a socialist economy in Germany. Animus against the
willingness of the moderate left to meet Allied demands and to renounce German
imperial ambitions provided the driving force behind the radical-right organizations
that were formed to counter left-wing (and supposedly “Jewish”) pacifism, internation-
alism, and democracy after the war.

One of the many right-wing groups established after the war and dedicated to the
overthrow of the Weimar government, the restoration of an authoritarian system, and a
reversal of the results of the war was the Munich-based National Socialist German
Workers’ Party (NSDAP). It had the advantage of finding in Adolf Hitler (1889-1945) a
fanatically determined leader with considerable rhetorical and organizational skills.
Hitler failed, however, in his first attempt to achieve power through a “march on
Berlin” in November 1923. He thought he could duplicate Benito Mussolini’s (1883—
1945) success in gaining the support of the Italian elites for his “march on Rome” in
October 1922. German army leader Hans von Seeckt (1866-1936), however, withheld
his support for the “Hitler Putsch,” possibly because the Weimar government had
shown its mettle by authorizing him to unseat democratically constituted Communist—
Social Democratic governments in the central German states of Saxony and Thuringia
a month earlier. Hitler had not yet gained the mass following that would make him
indispensable to the conservative campaign against democracy ten years hence.

Hitler learned from this experience that the support of the conservative elites was
essential to a successful seizure of power. The Great Depression of the early 1930s
provided the opportunity to replace the moribund Weimar Republic with an authori-
tarian nationalist regime. The depression polarized German voters and made them
receptive to promises of radical solutions to the economic crisis. The Communists
called for the nationalization of industry and agriculture, while the Nazis demanded a
revival of the nation’s military power. Germany’s economic elites supported the right
for fear of a redistribution of property and wealth.

The Nazis’ electoral success in September 1930 contributed to the virtual demise of
parliamentary process in the closing years of the republic. The governments of Hein-
rich Brining (1885-1970), Franz von Papen (1879-1969), and General Kurt von
Schleicher (1882-1934) ruled Germany by decree under powers granted to the presi-
dent, General Paul von Hindenburg (1847-1934), by the Weimar constitution. As the
Nazis gained in electoral strength, reaching a peak of 37.4 percent of the vote in July
1932, conservatives increasingly came to realize that an authoritarian government with
popular support was only possible through the inclusion of Hitler in a nationalist
government. Hitler, however, refused to enter any government except as chancellor,
with all the powers that went with that office. It was the fateful decision of conservative
leaders, especially Hindenburg and Papen, to finally submit to these terms that
elevated Hitler to the chancellorship on 30 January 1933 and spelled the end of the
Weimar Republic.

Hitler’s accession to power had a bandwagon effect as nationalist, conservative, and
centrist groupings of all kinds fell in behind Hitler’s “Government of National Concen-
tration” (see Chapter 3). Middle-class Germans, from whose ranks Hitler had drawn most
of his electoral support, overwhelmingly welcomed the end of democratic divisiveness
and supported the ruthless Nazi crackdown on the left. It was the Catholic Center Party
that provided the crucial votes to give Hitler full dictatorial powers in March 1933 in
exchange for a guarantee of the Church’s institutional independence. Through the
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process of Gleichschaltung (synchronization or coordination) the Nazis were able to gain
full control of the civil service, the professions, the press, and the arts and entertainment
business. State parliaments, the labor unions, and rival political parties were suppressed
or dissolved themselves under the pressure of public opinion or Nazi sanctions.

The chief source of the Nazis’ popularity was the promise of a true Volksgemeinschaft, a
unified national community in which the liberal rights of the individual and the socialist
claims of the underclasses were subordinated to the higher good of the nation as a whole.
In practice this did not mean a more egalitarian society, but only the purging of diversity
and dissent. The psychological rewards of membership in a superior racial and national
community compensated for the failure to effect any real change in the distribution of
wealth and property. The Nazis’ massive public works projects and deficit financing did,
however, contribute to economic recovery and thus to popular support for the regime.

The major victims of Gleichschaltung were political dissidents and Jews. In keeping
with a long tradition of anti-Semitism in Europe, the Nazis blamed Jews for national
disunity, economic dislocations, and political subversion. That Jews were the agents of
moral and political sedition was an article of faith in the creed of Aryan, Nordic, and
German supremacists. The official policy was to exclude Jews from all public offices and
positions of influence in the private sector. The Nazis hoped to force Jews to leave
Germany by depriving them of a chance to make a living. In the so-called Nuremberg
Laws of 1935 the Nazis established an apartheid system that deprived Jews of full
German citizenship and barred them from marrying or having sexual relations with
non-Jewish Germans. Their extrusion from the economy proceeded more slowly,
however, for fear of the economic repercussions that an abrupt closure of all Jewish
businesses would have entailed. “Aryanization” of Jewish businesses did not become
mandatory until late 1938, following the officially-sanctioned turn to violence in the
November Pogrom of that year.

In the eyes of the general public the greatest benefit of national unity was the
strength it would bring to Germany in the international arena. Germans overwhelm-
ingly supported Hitler’s decision to leave the League of Nations and rebuild the
nation’s armed forces. This also endeared Hitler to army leaders, who pressured him to
eliminate the SA as a potential rival military organization. By summarily executing SA
leader Ernst Roehm (1887-1934) and his leading associates in June 1934, Hitler
signalled his intention of keeping the SA firmly under Nazi party control. Military
leaders responded by giving him full support when he assumed the presidential title of
Commander-in-Chief after Hindenburg’s death in August 1934. In March 1935 Hitler
announced the reintroduction of universal military training in open violation of the
Versailles Treaty.

What most of the German public did not realize is that Hitler was consciously and
deliberately planning to go to war with a target date of 1942—43 (see Chapter 4). His
ultimate goal was not just the reversal of the results of the First World War or the resto-
ration of Germany’s 1914 borders, goals that most of the German public shared.
Already in Mein Kampfhe had announced Germany’s need for Lebensraum to be gained
at the expense of “Russia and its border states” (Doc. 2.15). His militant opposition to
Soviet Communism was one reason conservative British and French leaders were so
ready to submit to Hitler’s territorial demands in the policy known as “appeasement.”
Hitler relied on deception and bluff to gain at least tacit Western acceptance of his
remilitarization of the Rhineland in 1936, the annexation of Austria in March 1938,
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and the forced cession of the Sudetenland by Czechoslovakia in the Munich Agreements
of September 1938. Nor did the Allies do anything to prevent Hitler’s establishment of
the “Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia” on former Czech territory in March 1939.
This brazen violation of the Munich Agreements, however, prompted the British
government to change course and abandon the appeasement policy.

By this time Hitler was prepared to launch his war of expansion in the east even in
the face of British and French opposition. The purpose of the Non-Aggression Pact
with the Soviet Union in August 1939 was not to make peace with communism, but to
create the conditions for a successful war against the Western powers, should they
decide to intervene to stop the German conquest of Poland. Hitler was nothing if not
an opportunist, and he prided himselfin his ability to isolate his opponents and destroy
them one by one. Despite the misgivings of some of his senior military leaders, Hitler
was determined to take advantage of the “weakness of will” that British and French
leaders had previously displayed and of American isolationism, the strong opposition
to renewed American involvement in European wars.

Hitler seems to have sensed that when he gave the orders for the attack on Poland in
late August 1939 he had in fact launched a war that would eventually involve all the
world powers (see Chapter 5). After that fateful decision he was never fully in control of
events again. The conquest of Poland was easy, but if he really believed that the West
would accept the German victory and make peace, he was soon to be disabused of that
notion. Even the triumphant German blitzkrieg against the Benelux countries and
France in the spring of 1940 could not persuade the British, now under the leadership
of Winston Churchill (1874-1965), to end the war. As in the case of Napoleon in the
previous century, Hitler’s defeat in the Second World War can ultimately be traced to
his inability to force Britain to come to terms. Britain, aided by its dominions, was the
only major power officially at war with Nazi Germany at the height of German power
from 22 June 1940 to 22 June 1941.

An attempt to invade the British Isles became unfeasible after the failure of the
Luftwafte to gain control of the air in the so-called Battle of Britain in the summer and
fall of 1940. A successful campaign to defeat Britain in the Mediterranean and the Near
East was compromised by Spanish dictator Francisco Franco’s (1892-1975) reluctance
to go beyond formal expressions of support for the fascist cause. Nor was the Soviet
Union willing to take a more active role in the war than as supplier of Germany’s food
and raw material needs. In this situation Hitler was forced to change his priorities.
Rather than waiting to launch his long-planned war of expansion against the Soviet
Union until after the end of the war in the West, he now decided to invade the Soviet
Union even before Britain had made peace. Hitler hoped that a rapid conquest of the
USSR would finally force Britain to come to terms. Even if it did not, control of Euro-
pean Russia would give Germany an ideal position from which to face the coming show-
down with the Anglo-American powers. On Hitler’s express orders, the war against the
Soviet Union was to be fought without regard for international conventions on the
treatment of civilians and prisoners of war. The Nazis’ draconian policies had the
effect, however, of stiffening Soviet resistance and alienating anti-communist national
minorities like the Ukrainian and Baltic peoples, many of whom who had originally
greeted the German invaders as liberators.

To deter American entry into the war in Europe, Hitler and Mussolini formed a mili-
tary alliance with Japan, which, like the fascist powers in Europe, was pursuing the goal
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of national expansion. The Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor on 7 December 1941
boosted German morale at a time when the campaign to take Moscow had bogged
down in the outskirts of the city. Three days after Pearl Harbor Hitler declared war
against the US, thus fulfilling his pledge to Japan and formalizing the naval conflict that
was already well under way in the Atlantic at the time. As Hitler had foreseen, the
German war of expansion had turned into a second world war, but not according to a
timetable of Hitler’s choosing.

German expansion reached its peak in November 1942 when the Wehrmacht stood
on the verge of completing its conquest of the city of Stalingrad on the Volga River and
General Erwin Rommel’s small but effective Africa Corps advanced to within 60 miles of
the city of Alexandria in Egypt. Almost simultaneous developments on both fronts,
however, changed the course of the war. A powerful Soviet counterattack encircled an
entire German army in the city of Stalingrad and, after some of the most bitter house-to-
house fighting in the history of warfare, forced it to surrender on 1 February 1943.
General Bernard Montgomery’s counterattack at El Alamein halted Rommel’s advance
into Egypt in November 1942, and in the same month a successful Anglo-American
landing in North Africa brought American ground troops into the orbit of the European
theater for the first time. Despite Hitler’s dismissal of this invasion as an irrelevant diver-
sion more than a thousand miles away (see Doc. 5.22), active American participation in
the war meant that German defeat was now only a matter of time.

The Wehrmacht managed to mount another short-lived offensive in Soviet Russia in
the summer of 1943; but after defeat in the Battle of Kursk in July 1943, the largest tank
battle in the history of warfare, the Wehrmacht was no longer capable of sustained
offensive operations. Italy fell in September 1943. The greatest blow of all occurred on
6 June 1944 when the Allies successfully landed an invasion force on the northern coast
of France. The prospects of total ruin prompted dissident German officers to belatedly
try to oust the Nazi regime. The failure of their attempt to assassinate Hitler on 20 July
1944 prolonged the war and almost doubled the number of German war casualties.
After fanatical resistance the Germans finally submitted to the Allied terms of uncondi-
tional surrender on 8 May 1945, a week after Hitler’s suicide in his bunker under the
ruined Reich Chancellery in Berlin.

The Nazis had failed in their megalomanic attempt to conquer the Soviet Union and
establish a New Order in Europe ruled by the supposedly superior German race. One
aspect of that New Order was the elimination of the Jewish population of Europe. This goal
the Nazis were determined to achieve even in defeat (see Chapter 6). Whether the physical
destruction of the Jews was always part of the Nazi leadership’s master-plan or whether they
resorted to this drastic “final solution” only when the alternatives of expulsion and resettle-
ment in isolated territories were no longer available cannot be definitively determined.
Certainly it is hard to imagine how genocide on such a scale could have been carried out
without the cover of war and its ever-present specter of death. But the logic of Nazi anti-
Semitism entailed total destruction as the ultimate option if all else failed. To render
German society and areas under German control judenfiei (free of Jews) was a central Nazi
aim from the start. Total war provided the conditions for total destruction.

The war enabled the Nazis to put their murderous schemes into practice. Jews in
occupied territories, especially in Poland, were confined in ghettos under inhuman
conditions in 1939-40 to make their labor and resources available for German use and
to create living space for Germans and for Poles expelled from the portions of Poland
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annexed to the Reich. Under the leadership of Heinrich Himmler (1900—45) and
Reinhard Heydrich (1904—42), the SS made plans with the Wehrmacht in March and
April 1941 to exterminate the Soviet Jews who fell into German hands in the course of
the invasion of the Soviet Union. SS killing squads (Einsatzkommandos) followed the
front-line troops to execute communist officials and Jews under the guise of combat-
ting partisans. While only men were originally targeted for death, within a few weeks
the SS was killing women and children as well.

At the height of the German campaign in Russia in July and August 1941, SS officials
prepared plans for the systematic murder of a// European Jews, the so-called “final solu-
tion.” They benefited from the experience and expertise acquired in the so-called
“Aktion T-4,” the “euthanasia” of disabled people that began shortly after the start of
the war in September 1939. Many of the leading SS officials responsible for the T-4
program were transferred to occupied Poland to assume command of advance plan-
ning, gassing experiments, and other preparations for the “final solution” in fall 1941.
They appear to have gotten Hitler’s explicit approval for industrial mass murder by
October 1941, the month in which all emigration of Jews from areas under German
control was prohibited. The entry of the US into the war in December 1941 may have
removed the final barrier to implementation of the “final solution” (see Doc. 5.20).

While shooting operations continued throughout the war, most of the victims of the
Holocaust were killed at special sites established in occupied Poland (see Table 6.1).
They were killed by gas, either carbon monoxide or the pesticide Cyclon B, in large
chambers disguised as shower rooms, a technology pioneered in the euthanasia
program. Under plans and arrangements drawn up by Adolf Eichmann (1906-62), the
official in charge of Jewish affairs at Gestapo headquarters in Berlin, Jews were systemat-
ically deported from the ghettos and camps throughout Europe to the extermination
sites in Poland. Close to a million Jews were killed at the largest of these camps,
Auschwitz-Birkenau, from early 1942 to the ending of gassing operations in November
1944. Thousands more died on death marches in the closing days of the war. Best esti-
mates place the number of Jews killed at the extermination sites at approximately three
million. Another one and a half million died by shooting operations throughout
eastern Europe, and close to the same number died of disease, starvation, and abuse in
the ghettos and concentration camps scattered throughout the areas under German
control. The vibrant Jewish culture of pre-war Europe was effectively destroyed as tens
of thousands of traumatized survivors, officially referred to as “displaced persons,” had
little choice after the war but to emigrate to Palestine, the United States, or other desti-
nations overseas rather than to return to their lost ancestral homes.

Major war criminals were tried and convicted at Nuremberg in 1945-46, but the
“denazification” process intended to prevent former Nazis from returning to positions
of power and influence in German society turned instead into a process of rehabili-
tating former members of the Nazi party or affiliated organizations (see Chapter 7).
The most important reason for this was the emerging cold war between the Western
powers and the Soviet Union as a result of their very different economic and political
systems. The 1945 Yalta and Potsdam agreements called for a unified Germany with its
capital in Berlin. Contrary to original plans to maintain the German economy at a
subsistence level, however, a situation that tended to generate support for communism
among the economically deprived underclasses and threatened to spread communist
influence throughout Germany, the Western Allies decided in 1946 to revive the
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economy in their own occupation zones and create a separate West German state. The
ultimate beneficiaries of this initiative were former Nazis whose services were now
valued on both sides of the “Iron Curtain” to facilitate the smooth functioning of insti-
tutions in the West and East German states founded in 1949. Former Nazis were partic-
ularly visible in positions of influence in the Western Federal Republic of Germany
(FRG), where a constitutional provision permitted thousands of former Nazis not
under indictment for war crimes to reclaim their positions in the civil service without
penalty or prejudice.

While the terrible destruction of the war and the revelations of Nazi atrocities thor-
oughly discredited Nazi ideology, the Cold War facilitated the reintegration of former
Nazis into both East and West German societies, provided they were willing to pledge
their allegiance to the new systems they now served. Anti-communism provided the
ideological medium that permitted West German rearmament and integration into the
Western military alliance (NATO) in 1955. In the communist German Democratic
Republic (GDR), on the other hand, anti-fascism became the official legitimating
ideology. The leaders of the ruling Socialist Unity Party (SED) derived their moral
authority from their record of active resistance to Nazism both within and outside the
Third Reich. The need to resist fascism even provided the ideological justification for
the erection of the Berlin Wall in 1961. While it was officially described as a protective
wall against fascism, its true purpose was to prevent the migration of East Germans to
the more prosperous and democratic West.

The different social and political values in East and West inevitably determined their
respective interpretations of Nazism. While East German historians continued to attribute
Nazism to the corruptions of capitalism, thereby incriminating the Federal Republic as at
least potentially fascist, Western historians tended to favor the totalitarianism interpreta-
tion. By defining Nazism as the suppression of individual rights by a criminal clique of
leaders, totalitarianism theory imputed to the communist GDR a close resemblance to the
authoritarian structures of the Third Reich. Both sides vigorously repudiated anti-Semitism
but, whereas the Federal Republic acknowledged the specificity of Jewish suffering and
made restitution payments to survivors of the Holocaust, GDR officials subsumed Jewish
victimhood under the larger category of anti-fascist resistance and de-emphasized the
specifically Jewish nature of the Holocaust.

Underlying both Cold War-inspired interpretations, however, was agreement on the
principle that Nazism and the Holocaust represented absolute evil. That consensus came
under attack in West Germany in the conservative 1980s, thus precipitating the bitter
Historikerstreit (historians’ debate) of 1986-87. Conservative historians, determined to
reverse the leftward political trends of the 1960s and 1970s, challenged the notion that
Nazi atrocities, including the Holocaust, were any worse or even any different than the
communist Gulag. Their objective was to restore German national pride by downplaying
the significance or the abnormality of Nazism in the larger context of German and world
history. That debate continued in the 1990s amidst disturbing signs of the revival of right
radicalism in the wake of the communist collapse. While the radical right has no realistic
chance of achieving political power in a reunified Germany, where Nazism and anti-
Semitism remain heavily stigmatized, the increase of skinhead and neo-Nazi violence
against foreigners and the reluctance of right-of-center parties and politicians to take
vigorous action against it has given rise to growing concern in Germany’s progressive
community (see Doc. 7.15).
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The legacy of Nazism is ubiquitous and ever-present, yet hard to pin down in precise
terms. History teaches many lessons, and it is rarely unequivocally clear what lesson or lessons
are applicable to a given situation. History may repeat itself, but it never does so under exactly
the same conditions as before. Sometimes historical lessons are over-learned, which seemed
to have been the case, for instance, in the “appeasement” policy of the 1930s, an overreaction
to the perceived failure of governmental leaders to rely on diplomacy to resolve their
national conflicts in July 1914. The failure of the appeasement policy led, in turn, to what
some critics believe to have been an excessive reluctance on the part of the Western powers
to negotiate differences with the Soviet Union after the war. If there is one indisputable
lesson, however, that the history of Nazism seems to teach, it is of the terrible destructiveness
of the values of the “radical right.” The study of National Socialism may serve as an object
lesson of the dangers inherent in doctrines of national and racial supremacy. If this docu-
mentary history of Nazism helps to increase public awareness of this danger, one of its main
purposes will have been accomplished.
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Plate 1 ~ 25-year-old Adolf Hitler at a rally proclaiming mobilization in front of the
Theatiner Church in Munich at the start of the First World War, 2 August 1914. The lion’s
head at the left is on one of the statues in front of the Feldherrnhalle, the Soldiers’ Memorial
Hall where Hitler’s putsch attempt on 9 November 1923 would come to an end. (Ullstein
11387,01)

Plate 2 “The Pimps of Death” (1919). Caricature by Georg Grosz (© Estate of Georg
Grosz/Licensed by VAGA, New York, NY)
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Plate 3 Children playing with worthless paper currency in 1923, the year of the great
inflation (see Doc. 2.11). (Ullstein 461863,02)
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Plate 4 Members of the government on their way to the Garrison Church in Potsdam
on 21 March 1933 (see Doc. 3.7). Front center, Chancellor Adolf Hitler and Vice-
Chancellor Franz von Papen. (Ullstein 41259,02)



Plate 5 Chancellor Hitler paying homage to President Paul von Hindenburg on the
“Day of Potsdam,” 21 March 1933. (Ullstein 21027,08)

Plate 6 EintopfSunday in front of City Hall in Berlin in 1936. The banner across the
entrance reads: “Here Eintopf (stew)will be eaten!” The difference in cost between a
one-dish meal and the usual elaborate Sunday dinner was supposed to go to charity. In
the background an SA band provides music. (Ullstein 229473,01)
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Plate 7 Low cartoon of Stalin and Hitler bowing to each other. (Evening Standard (1939))

Plate 8§ German Fithrer Adolf Hitler waves to crowds watched by Italy’s leader Benito
Mussolini, Rome, 28 May 1938. (©Popperfoto)
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Plate 9 German soldiers tearing down border posts at the start of the invasion of
Poland, 1 September 1939. (Ullstein 16277,07)

Plate 10 Hitler at the signing of the armistice in Compiegne after the fall of France on
22 June 1940 (see Doc. 5.4). (Siddeutscher Verlag)
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Plate 11 A Wehrmacht soldier observes a burning village in the German invasion of
the Soviet Union, July 1941. (Ullstein, 67745,05)

Plate 12 The deportation of Jews from the Warsaw Ghetto by SS units at the start of
the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising, April 1943. This photo was included in the “Stroop
Report” filed after the suppression of the uprising on 16 May 1943 (see Doc. 6.13).
(Ullstein 3022,06)



Plate 13 The railway ramp at Auschwitz where selections occurred.

Plate 14 Triimmerfrauen (women cleaning up rubble) in Berlin in early 1946. The
slogan in old German script on the handcart reads: Das kann doch einen Schipper nicht
erschiittern (“even this can’t get a shoveler down”). (Ullstein 28947,01)



Plate 15  Social Democratic Chancellor Willy Brandt kneels in front of the memorial

to the victims of the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising on an official visit to Poland on 7

December 1970. This gesture provided a moving testimonial of German contrition (see
Doc. 7.9). (Ullstein 74538,03)
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Plate 16  President Ronald and Nancy Reagan and Christian Democratic Chancellor
Helmut and Hannelore Kohl visit the military cemetery in Bitburg on 5 May 1985 in an
official commemoration of the 40th anniversary of the end of the Second World War.
The visit was controversial because it was the burial site not only of Wehrmacht soldiers
but of soldiers of the SS. (Ullstein — Lothar Kucharz 26762,02)






The German Empire and the First World War

The political and ideological roots of National Socialism can be traced back to the
increasingly desperate rearguard campaign against the modernizing trends of the nine-
teenth century. These included the social and economic consequences of industrializa-
tion, democratization, liberalization, rationalization, urbanization, and secularization.
Anti-Semitism, an indicator of anti-modernism, had a long tradition in the predomi-
nantly Christian culture of Europe. Christian anti-Semites associated Jews with self-
seeking materialism and commercialism. Unencumbered by Christian self-restraint, Jews
allegedly pursued worldly gain by practices Christians considered immoral.

Growing nationalism in the second half of the nineteenth century was the major
source of modern anti-Semitism. The ethnic difference of Jews and their adamance in
maintaining a separate Jewish identity offended nationalists who considered ethnic
homogeneity the basic precondition for a strong nation. Nationalists resented the
growing cultural and political influence of Jews after their emancipation in the course
of the nineteenth century. Richard Wagner’s polemical essay, “Judaism in Music” (Doc.
1.1), provides an example of both traditional and modern nationalist prejudices.

The intensification of anti-Semitism in the late nineteenth century was also linked to
the conservative backlash against middle-class liberalism and working-class Social
Democracy. The Jewish community overwhelmingly supported the parties of the left,
and Jews assumed leadership roles in both the Progressive and Social Democratic
Parties. Pastor Adolf Stoecker attempted to wean workers from allegiance to the Social
Democratic Party through a revival of Christianity and appeals to resentment against
liberals and Jews (Doc. 1.2).

The tensions in German society provoked by the growth of the labor movement and
the Social Democratic Party (SPD) were reflected in a surge of nationalism, militarism,
and imperialism among the middle classes and government leaders under Kaiser
Wilhelm II'in the 1890s. The historian Heinrich von Treitschke was one of many publi-
cists whose works idealized the nation and its heroic martial values (Doc. 1.3). Jewish
“materialism” served as the foil to German “idealism” in Houston Stewart Chamber-
lain’s widely-read Foundations of the Nineteenth Century (Doc. 1.4). Chamberlain, a
trained botanist and self-proclaimed Christian, helped make racial anti-Semitism
respectable among educated Germans. His influence even extended to the royal
family, as his extensive correspondence with Wilhelm II attests (Doc. 1.5).

The movement of “national opposition” to the government’s allegedly too moderate
domestic and foreign policies reached a preliminary climax after the SPD became the
largest party represented in the Reichstag in the elections of 1912. The leader of the Pan-
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German League, Heinrich Class, called for an expansionist foreign policy, suppression of
the SPD, and reversal of Jewish emancipation (Doc. 1.6). His program reads like an early
blueprint for Nazi policies. By putting a premium on national unity and making dissent
equivalent to treason, an aggressive foreign policy was closely linked to defense of the
authoritarian system at home. Military leaders and wide sectors of the elite came to
believe not only that war against France and Russia was inevitable, but also that it would
have a meliorative effect on Germany’s inner political dissension (Doc. 1.7). To weaken
the left and pursue an aggressive foreign policy, however, seemed to require suppression
of the liberalizing influence of the Jews (Doc. 1.8).

The excessive influence of military planners on German policy-making was revealed in
the so-called Schlieffen Plan, putinto effect upon the outbreak of war in 1914 (Doc. 1.9).
The regime’s expansionist aims were revealed in Chancellor Bethmann-Hollweg’s
“September Program” (Doc. 1.10), which was not, however, made public at the time. The
First World War further radicalized the ideology of Germanic supremacy, which contrasted
creative German “culture” to commercial Western “civilization” and the heroic “ideas of
1914” to the materialistic “ideas of 1789” (Docs. 1.11, 1.12, and 1.13).

As the war dragged on without resolution and war weariness grew, liberal and Social
Democratic pressures for a compromise peace and internal reforms reemerged in
strength. The determination of the left was boosted as well by the Russian revolutions of
1917. In response to the challenge of the left, the German High Command, which
remained committed to victory, supported the formation of the German Fatherland
Party in 1917 (Doc. 1.14). This mobilization of the right in defense of German imperi-
alist aims presaged the even greater mobilization of the right to reverse the political
and military results of the war after German defeat and the fall of the Empire in
November 1918.

Anti-Semitism in Germany

Anti-Semitism has a 2,000-year history in Europe. The origins of the stereotype of Jews as
immoral materialists can be traced to the unwillingness of Jews to give up their religion in
favor of world-renouncing Christianity. That stereotype persisted throughout the Middle
Ages and was by no means confined to Germany. Anti-Semitism took on particularly intol-
erant forms in countries in which Christianity formed the official state religion. Although
Jews who converted to Christianity could frequently escape persecution, there was a racist
dimension in the widespread assumption that Jews were inherently selfish and sinful. The
growth of nationalism led to intensified anti-Semitism in nineteenth-century Europe,
particularly in Germany, as the international Jewish diaspora increasingly served as the foil
against which nationalists defined German identity. Anti-Semitic publicists contrasted
Jewish materialism and commercialism to the creativity of German idealist culture.

The great composer Richard Wagner (1813-83) first published the essay below
under the pseudonym R. Freigedank (“free thought”) in a music journal in 1850 and
reissued it as a pamphlet under his own name in 1869, the year that Jews gained full civil
rights in the North-German Confederation. Wagner also disseminated anti-Semitism in
the journal that he founded for his circle of followers, the Bayreuther Blitter. Driven, it
would appear, in part by envy of the success of his contemporary, Giacomo Meyerbeer
(1791-1864), Wagner was also reacting to the increasing commercialization of art in
the era of free-market industrial capitalism. He attributed this commodification of
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cultural works to the influence of the Jews after their emancipation from the restric-
tions that had kept them from full participation in German culture and society in the
past. Wagner claimed that the “Jewish” spirit of profit and sensuality was corrupting the
arts and undermining the creativity of selfless German artists pursuing their ideal
visions at the cost of personal comfort or gain. He called for a national regeneration by
purging the arts and society of “Jewish” materialism. Convinced of the superiority of his
own art, he saw no contradiction in demanding state support for a national theater to
stage his grand operatic works.

Wagner was one of the more influential of the many German publicists whose anti-
Semitism derived from and contributed to their opposition to liberalizing changes in
the second half of the nineteenth century. This essay repeats the recurrent stereotypes
of Jews as an alien, deracinated, money-oriented people without any roots in the soil or
the culture of their host nation.

1.1 Richard Wagner, “Judaism in Music,” 1850

... According to the present state of world affairs the Jew is already far more than emanci-
pated: he rules, and will rule as long as money remains the power as a result of which all our
activities and doings lose their force. That the historical misery of the Jews and the rapacious
coarseness of Christian Germanic rulers were themselves responsible for handing the sons
of Israel this power need not be elaborated here. But we do need to examine more closely
the causes for why it is impossible to further develop the natural, the necessary, and the truly
beautiful on the foundation of the present state of the arts without a total transformation of
this foundation; and why this has now also placed control of the public aesthetic taste of our
times into the busy hands of the Jews ...

It is not necessary to establish that modern art is judaized; it is immediately apparent and
confirms itself to our senses all by itself. It would require a far too extensive treatment to try to
explain this phenomenon from the character of the history of our art itself. If, however, we
believe that emancipation from the spirit of Jewry is necessary, we must above all recognize the
importance of examining what forces we can muster for this struggle of liberation. We cannot
gain knowledge of these forces from an abstract definition of that phenomenon, but only by
becoming familiar with the nature of our inherent, involuntary feeling, which expresses itself as
an instinctive aversion to the Jewish character: this irrepressible feeling, if we are quite honest
with ourselves, must make clear to us what it is that we hate in that character. VWWhat we know
for certain we can confront. By merely exposing it we may hope to drive the demon from the
field, on which it is able to hold its own only under the cloak of darkness that we good-natured
humanists have ourselves thrown over it to make its sight less repugnant.

The Jew who, as we all know, has a God all to himself, sticks out in ordinary life first of all by
his external appearance, which has something alien to whatever particular European nation-
ality we may belong. Involuntarily, we wish to have nothing in common with a person of such
an appearance. Up to now this no doubt redounded to his disadvantage, but in the modern
age we cannot fail to recognize that he feels quite good with this disadvantage. In view of his
successes, he may even regard his difference from us as a distinction. Ignoring the moral side
of this disagreeable game of nature, we wish here only to point out that in respect to art, this
exterior can never conceivably be an object of artistic representation. When the plastic arts



4 THE NAZI GERMANY SOURCEBOOK

wish to represent the Jew, they generally draw their model from the imagination, either
discreetly ennobling or leaving out altogether those traits that characterize Jewish appear-
ance in ordinary life. Never does the Jew stray on to the theatrical stage; exceptions to this
are so rare in number and unusual in kind as to confirm the rule.

We cannot think of any ancient or modern character, whether hero or lover, as
performed by a Jew without inevitably feeling the ludicrous inappropriateness of such a
performance. This is very important: a person whose appearance we have to consider
unqualified for artistic representation — not on account of his individual personality but on
account of his type — must be considered unfit for any artistic expression whatsoever of pure
human character.

... The Jew speaks the language of the nation in which he lives from generation to genera-
tion, but he speaks it only as a foreigner ... In general, the fact that the Jew speaks the
modern European languages only as acquired, not as native languages, excludes him from all
capability of expressing himself in them independently and in accordance with his inner char-
acter. A language — its expression and development — is not the work of individuals, but of a
historical community. Only he who has grown up without self-consciousness within that
community takes part in its creations. The Jew, however, stood outside such a community,
alone with his Jehovah in a dispersed and rootless tribe, with all development out of its own
resources denied to it; even its peculiar (Hebrew) language has only remained as a dead
language. To write genuine poetry in a foreign language has been impossible up to now, even
for the greatest genius. But our entire European civilization and art has remained a foreign
language to the Jews. For he has not taken part in the advancement of the latter nor in the
development of the former; rather the unfortunate and homeless Jew has, at best, merely
looked on coldly and with hostility. In such language or such art the Jew can only copy and
imitate, but cannot write real poetry or create true art.

The purely sensual expression of Jewish language revolts us in particular ... But, if the
defects of language described above make the Jew quite incapable of all artistic expression of
feeling through the medium of speech, it follows that he must be far less capable of such
expression through the medium of song. Song is speech intensified by passion; music is the
language of passion. If the Jew intensifies his language — in which he may demonstrate ridicu-
lous emotionalism but never artistic passion — to the point of making music, he becomes
entirely unbearable. Everything that irritated us in his speech or his outward appearance
repels us entirely in his music, insofar as we are not spellbound by the utter ridiculousness of
this experience. In song, the most vivid and irrefutably truest expression of personal feeling,
we are naturally most aware of the revolting peculiarity of the Jewish nature; in whatever
field of art we might consider the Jews as capable, it can never be in the field of music ...

Source: Richard Wagner, Gesammelte Schriften, Vol. XIl, ed. by Julius Kapp
(Leipzig: Hesse & Becker Verlag, 1914), pp. 9-15.
Translated by Rod Stackelberg

The suppression of Social Democracy

German Chancellor Otto von Bismarck’s main domestic goal from the late 1870s to his
dismissal by Kaiser Wilhelm II in 1890 was to weaken liberalism and suppress the
recently founded Social Democratic Party (SPD), the party that represented the
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working class in the German Empire. Bismarck’s anti-socialist law of 1878 restricted the
right of the SPD to organize, publish, and meet. Socialists were still allowed to become
candidates in parliamentary elections, however, and the percentage of SPD votes in
Reichstag elections continued to increase despite the restrictions to which the party was
subjected. In the 1880s Bismarck also attempted to gain worker allegiance through a
state-sponsored pension plan and health insurance system. A variety of right-wing polit-
ical activists sought to lure workers into the nationalist camp through religious, anti-
liberal, and anti-Semitic appeals.

Adolf Stoecker (1835-1909), Chaplain to Kaiser Wilhelm’s Court, founded the Chris-
tian Social Workers’ Party in 1878 (renamed the Christian Social Party in 1881) for the
purpose of weaning workers from their allegiance to socialism and converting them to
monarchism through nationalist and religious appeals. The constituency he attracted,
however, were mainly lower-middle-class artisans and tradesmen, hostile to both laissez-
faire liberalism (because it favored big business) and the socialist labor movement. The
following excerpt from a speech Stoecker delivered in Berlin in 1880 reflects the growing
conservative concern about the “social question” (the disaffection of wage-earning
workers), which threatened the stability of the imperial system. He denounced Social
Democracy as the product of the excessive materialism and secularism of the modern
age. His speech offers a typical example of how moralistic appeals could be used to serve
conservative political ends. At the same time, however, he painted a surprisingly forth-
right picture of the misery that attracted so many workers to socialism. His indictment of
liberalism and individualism enjoyed particular resonance in the years of economic
recession following the financial crash of 1873. Stoecker called for a revival of Christianity
to combat the liberal, democratic, and socialist threats. Although he did not mention
Jews in this particular selection, Stoecker and many of his fellow conservatives blamed the
corruption of traditional values and the growth of left-wing movements on the influence
of the Jews. In 1892 he lent his considerable prestige to the successful campaign to
introduce anti-Semitic planks in the Conservative Party platform. His movement was one
of the first attempts to use nationalism and religion to combat socialism.

1.2 Adolf Stoecker, speech on the social question, 1880

Of the stirring questions that are currently of general concern the social question is certainly
the most stirring ... We in Germany have particular reason to pay attention to this move-
ment and not to allow any of its phases to escape us. Nihilism in the east, the Commune in
the west, the whole great revolutionary movement in Germany all show that we are in fact,
as the phrase so often goes, on volcanic ground' ...

With respect to Social Democracy two different kinds of erroneous conceptions are
prevalent. One group of economists see Social Democracy as something quite harmless, as a
system of social reforms aimed at achieving the welfare of one’s neighbors. They forget the
immoral tendencies connected with it and the war against Christianity that is bound up with
it, and — attracted by the intellectual energy of the Social Democratic Party, by its dedication,

1 Stoecker is here referring to the Nihilist movement in Russia, the Paris Commune of 1871, and the
growth of the SPD in Germany.
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and by its willingness to make sacrifices — they have almost nothing but good things to say of
the movement. This conception is certainly wrong. Social Democracy is not just a movement
for social reforms; as it portrays itself in Germany and as it has portrayed itself for decades in
pampbhlets, books, and assemblies it is a new conception of the world —a conception which
once it has taken hold of people pries them away from Christianity, patriotism, and German
morality, separates them from the ethical foundations of our life and directs them down a
road which, in my opionion, can and will lead only to an abyss.

But on the other hand it is equally an error to say that Social Democracy is a product of
idle heads, mean dispositions, and evil agitators. For it is not this either. To be sure, the
easiest way of disposing of this deep-rooted popular movement would be to place the entire
blame for it on a few ambitious, unpatriotic individuals. But in fact the affairs of mankind do
not occur in this way. A movement that bites so deeply, that attracts such a large number of
of German men, and also German women, in such a short time, that operates so persistently
that it has to be dealt with by legislation contrary to modern ideas, such a movement is a
product neither of idle minds, nor of chance, nor of foolishness, such a movement must have
a source which it is our task and our duty to discover ...

| begin with a sketch of the phenomenon “Social Democracy” which is so much feared. Its
parents are the Zeitgeist and poverty. It was born of ethical brutalization, religious defections,
economic injustice, and misery. The last point must not be overlooked. There really is social
injustice and poverty; it is to be found everywhere, we have it before us in Berlin. Injustice mani-
fests itself in the indiscipline of the capitalists and in wages which are both meagre and insecure;
over the last five years misery has made a frightful impact on the artisans and workers —and it is
these who are predominant in the Social Democratic movement — and continues to agitate
deeply among them. This point of view must be kept firmly in mind; without it it is impossible to
evaluate Social Democracy correctly. Ve should not be impressed either with single examples of
high wages or of wastefulness among workers; these examples are valid but they prove nothing
and cannot change the general and permanent state of affairs ... The wages of our workers in
some regions of our country are exceedingly small ... Another aspect of our current crises is,
however, occupying a place almost more important for the workers than insufficient wages. In
the last few years | have frequently had the opportunity to hear the complaints and cries of
distress of workers, particularly of right-minded workers who are still attached to the Church, to
the ethical foundations of our national life, to their country; and one thing became very clear to
me and that is the complete insecurity of their existence. For four or five years thousands, some-
times tens of thousands of workers have been unemployed for months at a time. No one comes
so close to the misery of the people as we clergy; | assure you that we have found countless fami-
lies in Berlin who, during the period of unemployment, had pawned everything, who possessed
nothing except a table, a couple of chairs, and perhaps a bed of straw on which to lie down ...
Such conditions have to be faced squarely, their origins must be discovered, and they must be
remedied. They are caused by the present form of business life, by large industry in combination
with free competition, by the alternation of boom and bust which occur at ever shorter intervals
and which harm no one more than the working class ... If such conditions were really unavoid-
able, if all the misery among the workers and artisans were inevitable, then we could in fact give
no other advice to those who suffer from them than passive resignation. But this is not the situa-
tion. On the contrary, for the most part it is human and visible sins and follies which produce and
increase the difficulties at the roots of our social conditions. It is true that one ought to be
tolerant of sins against society, too, to work calmly and steadily toward eliminating abuses instead
of immediately rebelling. But there is only one power that prevents us from grumbling while at
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the same time inspiring us to action: and that is religion. Unfortunately, this power has been
broken among our people. For decades the learned and the ignorant, newspapers and books,
lectures and assemblies have vied with each other to deprive people of the Bible and to cast the
clergy and the church into contempt. We must not be surprised if people say: There is no hope,
no salvation, no comfort for us there; you have taken heaven from us, now give us the earth! The
atmosphere in which our workers live is not an ideal atmosphere; | do not think that | exaggerate
if | say that the Zeitgeist is saturated with materialistic ideas ... Materialism makes people selfish
and bad. The poor workers, the small artisans nowadays are well aware of this. They are aban-
doned and lost; they confront nothing but selfishness, therefore they also give up ethical ideas,
they become bitter and they turn into enemies of present society. And often their poverty must
be contrasted with a senseless luxury on the part of the propertied classes, excessive wealth
which has not always been acquired entirely honestly or honorably. VWe in Berlin have witnessed
the worship of the golden calf at its most extreme ... Is it surprising, then, that in the hearts of the
poor and in the minds of thoughtful workers the idea should appear: Is property which has been
won dishonestly holy property? Property carries with it heavy duties, wealth carries with it heavy
responsibilities. If property abandons the foundations on which it rests; if it ignores the
commands of God and the obligation to love one’s neighbor, then it is itself conjuring up the
dangers of revolt. | think that our whole social edifice is based on the respect that the property-
less and uneducated feel toward the upper classes, and this presupposes above all that property
honestly acquired shall be used nobly, charitably, and kindly, not only for one’s own pleasure and
advantage but also for the good of one’s fellow men, for curing the ills of others, and for generous
participation in all the great occasions of community life. There are many rich persons among our
people who have no idea at all of this conception of wealth, and it is their ignorance, lack of
conscience, and refusal to do their duty that is above all responsible for the social question ...

What is needed is a great conversion, a thoroughgoing reestablishment of the Christian
conception of the world, of a lively respect for the ethical and religious foundations of our
people, if the damage that has already been done is to be repaired. Specifically the Christian
spirit must once again inspire the whole nation and not just the so-called “lower classes.” What
is needed is a general renaissance. | am frank to say that the opinion that moral laws and articles
of religious faith are meant only for the lower classes is an opinion which has neither any
chance of success nor any claim to respect. Religious truth is for everyone, for the philosopher
at his lectern as much as for the artisan in his workshop; moral laws are valid for all, as much for
those who dispose of millions as for the very poorest. First of all our people must be made to
understand that everyone must accept the principles to which the German people owes its
history, the principles of a clear, strong, Christian conception of the world ...

Socialism, however, has a very serious side to it; it is a very understandable contrast
against exaggerated individualism. The liberal economic system has proclaimed the unlimited
freedom of the individual ... In this way the chasm appears which separates the upper ten
thousand from the great mass of impoverished and decaying people. The bridge that crosses
this chasm is already narrow and fragile. If things go on as they are, then the chasm will
become ever deeper and the possibility of rising out of poverty to prosperity ever smaller.
But that is perhaps one of the most important motives in the Social Democratic movement,
that those without property confront a future on earth which is often completely hopeless.

In the light of this the social conception has something to be said for it. For socialism does
not mean only the idea of converting all private property into state property, but it contains
as well the demand that business life should be made over into something social and organic.
And it is my conviction that we shall overcome the dangers of the socialist system only if we
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come to grips with its justifiable elements, that we can deal with the socialist fantasy of abol-
ishing private property only if we take up very seriously two ideas of socialism. One: to cast
economic life once more in an organic form, and two: to narrow the gap between rich and
poor ...

Let us therefore do what we can to meet the great dangers that lie in the social move-
ment. | think that we must see Social Democracy as something that has emerged from the
far-reaching destruction of our material, ethical, and religious life; we must see it as the
scourge that God uses to bring us out of this worthless materialistic conception of the world
which menaces our highest values, our German fatherland, and our German future ...

Itis no longer enough to give the propertyless classes alms out of pity. We must help them
out of love and justice to obtain everything that they have a right to ask, and we must do this
in the living spirit of Christianity and of patriotism. It is this goal that has been before me in
founding the Christian Social Workers’ Party. | turn now to sketching for you briefly what |
understand by this term. | know no other that is so suitable to indicate and to solve all the
problems of the social question as this one. “Christian” means belief in the Trinity, in a provi-
dential world order, in peace, and in joy in the Holy Ghost. It includes all the virtues that the
people need in economic life and all the duties that both employers and employees must
perform. “Social” means fraternal and communal. It directs us to the slogan: one for all, and
all for one; to the inner spirit it adds the external form of economic life that must be present
if business life is to prosper. Both words taken together provide the internal and external
conditions of fruitful human activity.

Source: Germany in the Age of Bismarck, ed. by W. M. Simon
(London: George Allen & Unwin, 1968), pp. 196-200

Nationalism and militarism

The historian Heinrich von Treitschke (1834-96), whose works celebrated the great-
ness of the Prussian tradition, was one of the most influential publicists of nation-
alism, authoritarianism, and an aggressive foreign policy in the German Empire. His
career trajectory, from liberal supporter of German unification to staunch supporter
of Bismarck and finally to conservative ideologue, mirrored the general growth of
radical nationalism among the educated and propertied classes in imperial Germany.
Thousands of students flocked to his lectures at the University of Berlin. The
following selection, published posthumously, is taken from one of his lectures on
politics. Treitschke’s defense of the redemptive and regenerative value of war attests
to the ease with which nationalism, militarism, and statism could be reconciled with
Germany’s idealist cultural tradition. In juxtaposing Germany’s heroic martial values
of discipline and self-sacrifice to the materialistic merchant mentality of England,
Treitschke expressed the anti-British feeling that accompanied Germany’s challenge
to British predominance in the 1890s and anticipated one of the main German propa-
ganda themes of the First World War. Like most nationalists, he also attacked socialists,
ultramontanist Catholics, and Jews, most notoriously in his oft-cited slogan, “The Jews
are our misfortune.”
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1.3 Heinrich von Treitschke, “The Aim of the State,” 1897

... Here itis very obvious that the first task of the state is a twofold one: it is, as we have seen,
power in an external direction and the regulation of justice internally; its fundamental func-
tions must therefore be the organization of the army and the administration of the law, in
order to protect the community of its citizens from external attack, and to keep them within
bounds internally ...

The second essential function of the state is to make war. That we have so long failed to
appreciate this, is a proof how effeminate the science of the state as treated by the hands of
civilians had finally become. In our century, since Clausewitz, this sentimental conception has
disappeared;” but its place has been taken by a narrowly materialistic one, which looks upon
man, after the manner of Manchesterdom, as a two-legged being whose destiny is to buy
cheap and to sell dear. That this conception is also very unfavorable to war is explainable;
only after the experiences of our last wars did a healthy view of the state and its warlike
power gradually emerge again. Without war there would be no state at all. All the states
known to us have arisen through wars; the protection of its citizens by arms remains the first
and essential task of the state. And so war will last till the end of history, as long as there is a
plural number of states. That it could ever be otherwise is neither to be deduced from the
laws of thought or from human nature, nor in any way desirable. The blind worshippers of
perpetual peace commit the error of thought that they isolate the state or dream of a world-
state, which we have already recognized as something irrational.

Since it is, further, impossible, as we have already seen, even to picture to oneself a higher
judge above states, which are sovereign by their nature, the condition of war cannot be imag-
ined away out of the world. It is a favorite fashion of our time to hold up England as especially
inclined to peace. But England is always making war; there has been hardly a moment in
modern history in which she had not to fight somewhere. The great advances of mankind in
civilization can only be entirely realized, in face of the resistance of barbarism and unreason,
by the sword. And even among the civilized peoples war remains the form of litigation by
which the claims of states are enforced. The proofs which are led in these dreadful interna-
tional lawsuits are more compelling than the proofs in any civil lawsuit. How often did we
seek to convince the small states theoretically that only Prussia could assume the leadership
in Germany; the really convincing proof we were obliged to furnish on the battlefields in
Bohemia and on the Main.? War is also an element that unites nations, not one that only sepa-
rates them: It does not only bring nations together as enemies; they also learn through it to
know and respect one another in their particular idiosyncrasies.

We must, of course, also remember in our consideration of war that it does not always
appear as a divine judgement; here, too, there are transient successes, but the life of nations is
reckoned by centuries. We can only obtain the final verdict by the survey of long epochs. A state
like the Prussian, which by the qualities of its people was always freer and more rational internally
than the French, might indeed, because of transient enervation, come near to destruction, but it
was able again to remember its inner nature and maintain its superiority. One must say in the

2 General Karl von Clausewitz (1770-1831) was the author of the classic study, On War (1833), in which
he maintained that war was the continuation of politics by other means.

3 Treitschke is here referring to the Austro-Prussian War of 1866, which led to the unification of northern
and central Germany under Prussia.
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most decided manner: “War is the only remedy for ailing nations.” The moment the state calls:
“Myself and my existence are now at stake!” social self-seeking must fall back and every party hate
be silent. The individual must forget his own ego and feel himself a member of the whole; he must
recognize what a nothing his life is in comparison with the general welfare. In that very point lies
the loftiness of war, that the small man disappears entirely before the great thought of the state;
the sacrifice of fellow-countrymen for one another is nowhere so splendidly exhibited as in war.
In such days the chaff is separated from the wheat ...

It is precisely political idealism that demands wars, while materialism condemns them. What
a perversion of morality to wish to eliminate heroism from humanity! It is the heroes of a
nation who are the figures that delight and inspire youthful minds; and among authors it is those
whose words ring like the sound of trumpets whom as boys and youths we most admire. He
who does not delight in them is too cowardly to bear arms himself for the fatherland. All refer-
ence to Christianity in this case is perverse. The Bible says explicitly that the powers that be
shall bear the sword, and it also says: “Greater love hath no man than this, that a man lay down
his life for his friends.” Those who declaim this nonsense of a perpetual peace do not under-
stand the Aryan peoples; the Aryan peoples are above all things brave. They have always been
men enough to protect with the sword what they had won by the spirit ...

We must not consider all these things by the light of the reading-lamp alone; to the histo-
rian who lives in the world of will it is immediately clear that the demand for a perpetual
peace is thoroughly reactionary; he sees that with war all movement, all growth, must be
struck out of history. It has always been the tired, unintelligent, and enervated periods that
have played with the dream of perpetual peace ... However, it is not worth the trouble to
discuss this matter further; the living God will see to it that war constantly returns as a
dreadful medicine for the human race.

With all this it is not our intention to deny that with the progress of civilization wars must
become fewer and shorter. All civilization aims at making human life more harmonious. Just as
the abrupt alternation of sensualism and asceticism, which is characteristic of the Middle Ages,
is no longer natural to the men of today, so does war, which connotes a complete breach with
the everyday life, appear for that very reason so dreadful to us. The more refined man
perceives, indeed, that he must kill hostile opponents, whose bravery he esteems highly; he
feels that the majesty of war consists in the very fact that murder is done in this case without
passion; therefore the struggle costs him much more self-conquest than it does the barbarian.

And the economic ravages of war are also much greater with civilized nations than with
barbarians. A war nowadays may have stern, fearful consequences, especially through the
destruction of the ingenious credit system. If it were ever to happen that a conqueror
entered London, the effect would be simply appalling. There meet the threads of the credit of
millions, and a conqueror of Napoleon’s ruthlessness could cause ravages there of which we
have as yet not the slightest conception. From the natural horror men have for the shedding
of blood, from the size and quality of modern armies, it necessarily follows that wars must
become fewer and shorter, for it is impossible to see how the burdens of a great war can be
borne for any prolonged period under present conditions in the world. But it is a fallacy to
infer from this that they could ever cease altogether. They cannot and should not cease, so
long as the state is sovereign and confronts other sovereign states.

Source: Selections From Treitschke’s Lectures on Politics, trsl. by Adam L. Gowans
(New York: Frederick A. Stokes Co., 1914), pp. 21-6
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Racial anti-Semitism

The fear among conservatives and radical nationalists that the assimilation of Jews
into German society would only increase their influence and strengthen the left was
one of the factors that led to the growing vogue of racial anti-Semitism in the 1880s
and 1890s. Another factor was that after the Darwinian revolution in biology, racialists
who emphasized hereditary selection could claim a spurious scientific objectivity and
thus evade the charge of religious bigotry. Houston Stewart Chamberlain (1855-
1927), an expatriate English aristocrat who married one of Richard Wagner’s daugh-
ters, became the most important publicist of racial theory, Germanic supremacy, and
anti-Semitism in Germany. His books enjoyed a wide readership among the educated
public in the Wilhelmian Empire. His widely acclaimed Foundations of the Nineteenth
Century, from which these excerpts are taken, was first published in 1899 and went
through 28 editions by 1942. A confidant of Wilhelm II, with whom he corresponded
for over twenty years (see Doc. 1.5), and an early supporter of Hitler (see Doc. 2.12),
Chamberlain personified the ideological link between the Second Empire and the
Third Reich.

The Foundationswas a political tract disguised as history and anthropology. Reason-
able in tone and fitted out with all the trappings of a learned treatise, it celebrated the
creativity and idealism of the Germanic peoples now supposedly threatened by the
growing influence of the “Jewish” spirit of selfishness and materialism. It provided a
sophisticated rationale for monarchical conservatism against the challenges of liber-
alism, socialism, and democracy. The fact that the growth of these egalitarian move-
ments coincided with Jewish emancipation in the course of the nineteenth century
allowed ideologues like Chamberlain to link the growth of democracy with the rise of
the Jews.

Chamberlain was by no means the first publicist to attribute the growth of democracy
to racial degeneration. A host of French aristocratic racialists, of whom the best known
was probably Arthur Comte de Gobineau (1816-82), explained the fall of the ancien
régimein the French Revolution as the result of racial intermixing that destroyed the orig-
inal purity of the “Aryan” race. Their ideas, however, had more resonance in monar-
chical Germany than in republican France. It must be borne in mind that in the
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries “race” was the favored term for what today
would be designated “ethnicity.” Chamberlain, too, assumed that the strength of a race
or ethnic group was determined by its purity (hence his grudging admiration for the
Jewish proscription of marriage outside the group). Trained as a botanist, Chamberlain
provided scholarly-sounding arguments for his contention that the key to history was to
be found in racial biology. Yet Chamberlain also considered himself a devout Protestant,
and his works, replete with biblical quotations, attest to the easy overlap of religious and
racial anti-Semitism at the turn of the century. His book issued a call for racial regenera-
tion and religious revival, both to be achieved by excluding Jews. While he helped to
make racial anti-Semitism respectable, his racial determinism was somewhat moderated
by the idealist notion of the primacy of spirit over matter. In Hitler’s Germany he would
be officially celebrated as the “seer of the Third Reich.”



12 THE NAZI GERMANY SOURCEBOOK

1.4 Houston Stewart Chamberlain: Foundations of the Nineteenth Century, 1899
SACREDNESS OF PURE RACE

... Race, as it arises and maintains itself in space and time, might be compared to the so-called
range of power of a magnet. If a magnet be brought near to a heap of iron filings, they assume
definite directions, so that a figure is formed with a clearly marked centre, from which lines
radiate in all directions; the nearer we bring the magnet the more distinct and more mathemat-
ical does the figure become; very few pieces have placed themselves in exactly the same direc-
tion, but all have united into a practical and at the same time ideal unity by the possession of a
common centre, and by the fact that the relative position of each individual to all the others is
not arbitrary but obedient to a fixed law. It has ceased to be a heap, it has become a form. In the
same way a human race, a genuine nation, is distinguished from a mere congeries of men. The
character of the race becoming more and more pronounced by pure breeding is like the
approach of the magnet. The individual members of the nation may have ever so different quali-
ties, the direction of their activities may be utterly divergent, yet together they form a molded
unity, and the power — or let us say rather the importance — of every individual is multiplied a
thousandfold by his organic connection with countless others ...

THE JEWISH QUESTION

Had | been writing a hundred years ago, | should hardly have felt compelled at this point to
devote a special chapter to the entrance of the Jews into Western history. Of course the
share they had in the rise of Christianity, on account of the peculiar and absolutely un-Aryan
spirit which they instilled into it, would have deserved our full attention, as well as also the
economic part which they played in all Christian countries; but an occasional mention of
these things would have sufficed; anything more would have been superfluous. Herder wrote
at that time: “Jewish history takes up more room in our history and more attention than it
probably deserves in itself.”* In the meantime, however, a great change has taken place: The
Jews play in Europe, and wherever European influence extends, a different part today from
that which they played a hundred years ago; as Viktor Hehn expresses it, we live today in a
“Jewish age;”® we may think what we like about the past history of the Jews, their present
history actually takes up so much room in our own history that we cannot possibly refuse to
notice them. Herder in spite of his outspoken humanism had expressed the opinion that “the
Jewish people is and remains in Europe an Asiatic people alien to our part of the world,
bound to that old law which it received in a distant climate, and which according to its own
confession it cannot do away with.”® Quite correct. But this alien people, ever-lastingly alien,
because —as Herder well remarks — it is indissolubly bound to an alien law that is hostile to all

4  Johann Gottfried von Herder (1744-1803), a romanticist who believed in the uniqueness of all national
cultures, was the author of Outlines of a Philosophy of the History of Man (1784-1791).

5  t Gedanken tiber Goethe, 3rd edn., p. 40. The passage as it stands reads, “From the day of Goethe’s death,
the 22nd March, 1832, Borne dated the freedom of Germany. In reality, however, one epoch was with
that day closed and the Jewish age in which we live began.”

6t Bekehrung der Juden. Abschnitt 7 of the Untersuchungen des vergangenen Jahrhunderts zur Beforderung eines
geistigen Reiches.



THE GERMAN EMPIRE AND THE FIRST WORLD WAR 13

other peoples — this alien people has become precisely in the course of the nineteenth
century a disproportionately important and in many spheres actually dominant constituent of
our life. Even a hundred years ago that same witness had sadly to confess that the “ruder
nations of Europe” were “willing slaves of Jewish usury;” today he could say the same of by far
the greatest part of the civilized world. The possession of money in itself is, however, of least
account; our governments, our law, our science, our commerce, our literature, our art ...
practically all branches of our life have become more or less willing slaves of the Jews, and
drag the feudal fetter if not yet on two, at least on one leg. In the meantime the “alien”
element emphasized by Herder has become more and more prominent; a hundred years ago
it was rather indistinctly and vaguely felt; now it has asserted and proved itself, and so forced
itself on the attention of even the most inattentive. The Indo-European, moved by ideal
motives, opened the gates in friendship: The Jew rushed in like an enemy, stormed all posi-
tions and planted the flag of his, to us, alien nature — | will not say on the ruins, but on the
breaches of our genuine individuality.

Are we for that reason to revile the Jews? That would be as ignoble as it is unworthy and
senseless. The Jews deserve admiration, for they have acted with absolute consistency
according to the logic and truth of their own individuality, and never for a moment have they
allowed themselves to forget the sacredness of physical laws because of foolish humanitarian
day-dreams which they shared only when such a policy was to their advantage. Consider with
what mastery they use the law of blood to extend their power: The principal stem remains
spotless, not a drop of strange blood comes in; as it stands in the Torah, “A bastard shall not
enter into the congregation of the Lord; even to his tenth generation shall he not enter into
the congregation of the Lord” (Deuteronomy xxiii, 2); in the meantime, however, thousands of
side branches are cut off and employed to infect the Indo-Europeans with Jewish blood. If
that were to go on for a few centuries, there would be in Europe only one single people of
pure race, that of the Jews, all the rest would be a herd of pseudo-Hebraic mestizos, a people
beyond all doubt degenerate physically, mentally, and morally ... [Renan] demonstrates that
culture could have no future unless Christian religion should move farther away from the
spirit of Judaism and the “Indo-European genius” assert itself more and more in every
domain.” That mixture then undoubtedly signifies a degeneration: Degeneration of the Jew,
whose character is much too alien, firm, and strong to be quickened and ennobled by
Germanic blood, degeneration of the European who can naturally only lose by crossing with
an “inferior typoe” — or, as | should prefer to say, with so different a type. While the mixture
is taking place, the great chief stem of the pure unmixed Jews remains unimpaired. When
Napoleon, at the beginning of the nineteenth century, dissatisfied that the Jews, in spite of
their emancipation, should remain in proud isolation, angry with them for continuing to
devour with their shameful usury the whole of his Alsace, although every career was now
open to them, sent an ultimatum to the council of their elders demanding the unreserved
fusion of the Jews with the rest of the nation — the delegates of the French Jews adopted all
the articles prescribed but one, namely, that which aimed at absolute freedom of marriage
with Christians. Their daughters might marry outside the Israelite people, but not their sons;
the dictator of Europe had to yield. This is the admirable law by which real Judaism was

7 The French philosopher Ernest Renan (1823-1892) was the author of the controversial The Life of Jesus
(1863).
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founded. Indeed, the law in its strictest form forbids marriage altogether between Jews and
non-jJews ...

My object has been at once and by the shortest way to meet the objection — which unfor-
tunately is still to be expected from many sides — that there is no “Jewish Question,” from
which would follow that the entrance of the Jews into our history had no significance.
Others, again, talk of religion: it is a question, they say, of religious differences only. Whoever
says this overlooks the fact that there would be no Jewish religion if there were no Jewish
nation. But there is one. The Jewish nomocracy (that is, rule of law) unites the Jews, no
matter how scattered they may be over all the lands of the world, into a firm, uniform, and
absolutely political organism in which community of blood testifies to a common past and
gives a guarantee for a common future. Though it has many elements not purely Jewish in the
narrower sense of the word, yet the power of this blood, united with the incomparable
power of the Jewish idea, is so great that these alien elements have long ago been assimilated;
for nearly two thousand years have passed since the time when the Jews gave up their
temporary inclination to proselytising. Of course, | must, as | showed in the preceding
chapter, distinguish between Jews of noble and less noble birth; but what binds together the
incompatible parts is (apart from gradual fusing) the tenacity of life which their national idea
possesses. This national idea culminates in the unshakable confidence in the universal empire
of the Jews, which Jehovah promised. “Simple people who have been born Christians” (as
Auerbach expresses it in his sketch of Spinoza’s life)® fancy that the Jews have given up that
hope, but they are very wrong; for “the existence of Judaism depends upon the clinging to the
Messianic hope,” as one of the very moderate and liberal Jews lately wrote.” The whole
Jewish religion is in fact founded on this hope. The Jewish faith in God, that which can and
may be called “religion” in their case, for it has become since the source of a fine morality, is a
part of this national idea, not vice versa. To assert that there is a Jewish religion but no Jewish
nation is simply nonsense ...

THE ALIEN PEOPLE

... We certainly do the Jews no injustice when we say that the revelation of Christ is simply
something incomprehensible and hateful to them. Although he apparently sprang from their
midst, he embodies nevertheless the negation of their whole nature — a matter in which the
Jews are far more sensitive than we. This clear demonstration of the deep cleft that separates
us Europeans from the Jew is by no means given in order to let religious prejudice with its
dangerous bias settle the matter, but because | think that the perception of two so fundamen-
tally different natures reveals a real gulf; it is well to look once into this gulf, so that on other
occasions, where the two sides seem likely to unite each other, we may not be blind to the
deep abyss which separates them ...

8  The German-Jewish writer Berthold Auerbach (1812-1882) wrote a celebrated biography of the philoso-
pher Baruch Spinoza (1632-1677).
9 Skreinka: Entwicklungsgeschichte der jiidisachen Dogmen, p. 75.
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JUDAISM

There are no good and bad men, at least for us, but only before God, for the word “good”
refers to a moral estimation, and this again depends on a knowledge of motive, which can
never be revealed. “Who can know the heart?” was the cry of Jeremiah (xvii, 9)'°. On the
other hand there are certainly good and bad races, for here we have to deal with physical
relations, general laws of organic nature, which have been experimentally investigated —
relations in which, in contrast to those mentioned above figures provide irrefutable
proofs — relations concerning which the history of humanity offers us abundant informa-
tion. And scarcely less manifest are the leading ideas. In reference to race these must in
the first place be looked upon as a consequence; but one should not underestimate this
inner, invisible anatomy, this purely spiritual dolichocephaly and brachycephaly,
which as cause also has a wide range of influence. Hence it is that every strong nation has
so much power of assimilation. The entrance into a new union in the first place changes
not a fibre of the physical structure, and only very slowly, in the course of generations,
affects the blood; but ideas have a more rapid effect, because they direct the whole
personality almost at once into new channels. And the Jewish national idea seems to
exercise a particularly strong influence, perhaps for the very reason that in this case the
nation exists merely as an idea and never, from the beginning of Judaism, was it a
“normal” nation, but above all, a thought, a hope ... Are we to suppose that the Jewish
national idea has not the force of other national ideas? On the contrary, it is more
powerful, as | have shown, than any other, and transforms men to its own image. One
does not need to have the authentic Hittite nose to be a Jew; the term Jew rather denotes
a special way of thinking and feeling. A man can very soon become a Jew without being an
Israelite; often he needs only to have frequent intercourse with Jews, to read Jewish
newspapers, to accustom himself to Jewish philosophy, literature, and art. On the other
hand, it is senseless to call an Israelite a “Jew,” though his descent is beyond question, if
he has succeeded in throwing off the fetters of Ezra and Nehemiah, and if the law of
Moses has no place in his brain, and contempt of others no place in his heart. “What a
prospect it would be,” cries Herder, “to see the Jews purely humanized in their way of
thinking!”'' But a purely humanized Jew is no longer a Jew because, by renouncing the
idea of Judaism, he ipso facto has left that nationality, which is composed and held together
by a complex of conceptions, by a “faith.” With the apostle Paul we must learn that “he is
nota Jew who is one outwardly, but he is a Jew who is one inwardly” (Rom. ii, 28-29) ...

FREEDOM AND LOYALTY

Let us attempt a glance into the depths of the soul. What are the specific intellectual and
moral characteristics of this Germanic race? Certain anthropologists would fain teach us that
all races are equally gifted; we point to history and answer: that is a lie! The races of mankind
are markedly different in the nature and also in the extent of their gifts, and the Germanic

10 1 AsKantin his Critique of Pure Reason says (in explaining the cosmological idea of freedom): “The real
morality of actions (merit and guilt) remains quite concealed from us, even in the case of our own
conduct.”

11 1 Adrastea 7, Stiick V., Abschnitt “Fortsetzung.”
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races belong to the most highly gifted group usually termed Aryan. Is this human family united
and uniform by bonds of blood? Do these stems really all spring from the same root? | do not
know and | do not much care; no affinity binds more closely than elective affinity, and in this
sense the Indo-European Aryans certainly form a family ... For freedom is by no means an
abstract thing, to which every human being has fundamentally a claim; a right to freedom
must evidently depend upon capacity for it, and this again presupposes physical and intellec-
tual power. One may make the assertion that even the mere conception of freedom is quite
unknown to most men. Do we not see the homo syriacus develop just as well and as happily in
the position of slave as of master? Do the Chinese not show us another example of the same
nature! Do not all historians tell us that the Semites and half-Semites, in spite of their great
intelligence, never succeeded in founding a state that lasted, and that because every one
always endeavored to grasp all power for himself, thus showing that their capabilities were
limited to despotism and anarchy, the two opposites of freedom? And here we see at once
what great gifts a man must have in order that one may say of him, he is “by nature free,” for
the first condition of this is the power of creating. Only a state-building race can be free; the
gifts which make the individual an artist and philosopher are essentially the same as those
which, spread through the whole mass as instinct, found states and give to the individual that
which hitherto had remained unknown to all nature: the idea of freedom ...

The fundamental and common “Aryan” capacity of free creative power had to be supple-
mented by another quality, the incomparable and altogether peculiar Germanic loyalty
(Treue). If that intellectual and physical development which leads to the idea of freedom and
which produces on the one hand art, philosophy, science, on the other constitutions (as well
as all the phenomena of culture which this word implies), is common to the ancient Greeks
and Romans as well as to the Germanic peoples, so also is the extravagant conception of
loyalty a specific characteristic of the Germanic ... This loyalty to a master chosen of their
own free will is the most prominent feature in the Germanic character; from it we can tell
whether pure Germanic blood flows in the veins or not ...

Source: Houston Stewart Chamberlain, Foundations of the Nineteenth Century, Vol. |,
trsl. by John Lees (1910; Rpr. New York: Howard Fertig, 1977), pp. 319-20, 329-32,
334-5, 338, 490-2, 542-5

Germanic supremacy

The following correspondence between Chamberlain and Kaiser Wilhelm II provides
telling evidence of the highly favorable reception that Chamberlain’s writings enjoyed
among the conservative German elite. It also reveals the political ambitions that
underlay the apparently apolitical notion of Germany’s cultural world mission. Cham-
berlain’s exaggerated Germanophilia may be typical of the ideological fervor of a
convert, but it also reflects the sense of superiority of German nationalists and clearly
struck a sympathetic chord in the Kaiser. Their shared hostility to Catholicism was
rooted partly in Protestant fundamentalism but, more important, in the fear that the
allegiance of German Catholics to nationalist goals would be weakened by the influ-
ence of the Church. This fear of political Catholicism was paralleled by fears that
workers’ allegiance to their nation might be weakened by allegiance to their class.
Chamberlain’s reference to “planned organization down to the minutest detail” as
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the key to German power prefigured the coming fascist state in which all political
dissent would be suppressed.

I.5a Houston Stewart Chamberlain, letter to Kaiser Wilhelm Il
13 November 1901

... Your Majesty and all your subjects were born in a holy place; most of them, it is true, do not
suspect it because they take it for granted — like the rays of the life-giving sun. |, however, had to follow
a long and difficult path before | espied the holy shrine from afar, and it took many more years of hard
work before | was able to ascend its steps. That is why | can only look back in horror at my past;
because even though | had what one calls a happy childhood, for a man of my character there could be
no true happiness outside of Germandom. | shudder to think how late in life | came into contact with
the German language; | might easily not have learnt it at all. For it is my innermost belief — gained
through years of study, gained in those sacred hours when the soul wrestles with divine wisdom, like
Jacob with the angel — that the moral and spiritual salvation of mankind depends on things German. In
that “moral world order” of which Your Majesty often spoke at Liebenberg, the German element
presently forms the crux, le pivot central. It is the German language which proves this incontestably; for
science, philosophy, and religion can today make no step forward except in the German language.
From the existence of this language we learn something which is not always apparent in everyday life:
that the highest qualities are united in this people, higher than may be found anywhere else. Language
and the national soul condition one another; each grows out of the other; so long as both remain alive
and linked together, the plant will continue to flower. In the case of the Romance peoples, both are
dead; in the case of the other Germanics (I am thinking especially of England), the two have for some
time been growing apart, with the result that the language is becoming ever more silent (that is,
turning into a mere medium for communicating practical matters and losing all its inventiveness) and
the soul is consequently shedding its flights and is simply dragging itself along on its belly like a worm.
And since the German soul is bound indissolubly to the German language, it follows that the future
progress of mankind is bound to a powerful Germany stretching far across the earth and preserving
and imposing upon others the sacred heritage of its language. The actual Realpolitik of the German
Reich, which surely cannot be really sober and matter of fact, therefore must be — at least in my view
— quite distinct from the policies pursued by other countries. From the point of view of the moral
world order, the Anglo-Saxon has forfeited his heritage — | speak not of today but look centuries
ahead; the Russian is only the latest embodiment of the eternal empire of Tamburlain, and if one were
to deprive it of its German dynasty, nothing would remain but a decaying matiére brute; today God
relies only on the Germans. That is the knowledge, the certain truth, which has filled my soul for
years; in its service | have sacrificed my peace, for it | shall live and die ... My struggle — inspired not by
hatred of Semites but by love of the Germanics — against the caustic poison of Judaism, my struggle
against ultramontanism, against materialism; my attempt to transform the doctrine of transcendental
knowledge from a possession of an academic cast into the possession of every educated German; my
desire to divest religion of its Syrian—Egyptian rags, so as to enable the pure power of faith to unite us
where the thoughtless repetition of slavish superstitions now only divides us; and later — if | live to see
the day — the complete transformation of our conception of the life-problem so that our natural
sciences will suddenly and for the first time find themselves in harmony with our German philosophy
and religion, so giving us a true Weltanschauung at last . .. all this means for me fighting and creating in
the service of Germandom. For verily, the issues at stake are of great import, and if the creator of the
moral world order has chosen the Germans as his instruments, then they must submerge themselves
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completely in the pursuance of this God-given duty. And if “things German” are, as | said above, the
central pivot on which the future of man’s spirit depends, then the present moment, the present
century —and | mean it —is the central pivot of world history. The issue now is: to make or to mar.

There are times when history is, so to speak, woven ... according to a fairly well-estab-
lished pattern; but then come times when the threads for a new tapestry must be introduced,
when the nature of the cloth and the pattern to be woven have to be determined, and care
taken to ensure a purposeful procedure. We find ourselves in such a time today. The
creation of the German Reich was not a beginning but an end. Now there will either be a
“new course” (as Your Majesty recently remarked) or else nothing at all; and in the latter
instance Germany will have failed and will move slowly towards its downfall, to be overtaken
and drowned in the waves of a Yankee-ized Anglo-Saxondom and a tartarized Slavdom. This
is the moment when the future is being decided ...

On the other hand, how could a man like myself possibly study history without concluding
that the future of the German cause is bound up with the Hohenzollern dynasty? How could
one possibly observe the present political chaos of the Reich with its Reichstag without feeling
that one’s hopes could be based only on the dynasty? True, the entire German people with its
incomparable language is the source of that strength without which the Hohenzollerns would
themselves be nothing; but political salvation cannot be achieved by the people. In this
extremely difficult world situation the House of Hohenzollern is the only trump card held by
the German people. Only planned organization down to the minutest detail, and not — as with
the Anglo-Saxons — the untrammelled liberty of the atomized individual, can help Germany to
victory. Political freedom for the masses is a spent force; by using the principle of organization,
however, Germany can achieve anything —anything! In this respect she has no equal. And at the
head of this organization stands, as the foremost German of them all, the King of Prussia.

1.5b Kaiser Wilhelm’s reply, 31 December 1901

My dear Mr. Chamberlain,

Unhappily you are completely correct in saying at the start of your compelling and gripping
letter that you assume | know nothing about the “Upanishads” and other Indo-Aryan books,
nor about the beautiful sayings of the wise men concerning rulers, which are contained therein.
| openly admit my ignorance and beg for mercy! Here you have me at a disadvantage! But in the
early 1870s there was no one, certainly among my teachers, who had the slightest knowledge
of such matters! ... We had to wade through 1000 pages of grammar, we applied the rules, and
attacked everything from Phidias to Demosthenes, from Pericles to Alexander, and even our
dear great Homer, with a magnifying glass and scalpel! And throughout all these hundreds of
surgical operations which | had to carry out upon the products of the Hellenes so as to get a
“classical education,” my heart rebelled and the lively feeling for harmony which | possess cried
out: “Surely this is not, this cannot be, what we need from Hellas for the advancement of
Germandom!” And this immediately after and still under the overpowering impression of the
1870 war, of the victories of my father and grandfather! They had forged the German Reich,
and | felt instinctively that we boys needed another type of preparation if we were to continue
the good work in the new Reich. Our severely depressed youth had need of a liberator like
yourself! Someone who revealed the Indo-Aryan sources to us. But no one knew them!

And consequently all that massive primeval Aryan-Germanic feeling which lay slumbering
within me had to fight its own way gradually to the fore. It came into open conflict with
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“traditional wisdom,” expressed itself frequently in a bizarre form, frequently without form
at all, because it was more like a dark sentiment stirring in my subconscious and trying to
break free. Then you come along — with one magic stroke you bring order into confusion,
light into darkness, aims for which we can strive and work, explanations for things which we
sensed only darkly, paths which must be followed for the salvation of the Germans and thus
for the salvation of mankind! You sing in high praise of things German and above all of our
magnificent language and you cry out impressively to the Germanic: “Forget your quarrels
and pettiness; your task on earth is: to be God’s instrument for the spreading of His culture,
His teaching! Hence deepen, raise, cultivate your language and through it science, enlighten-
ment, and faith!” That was liberation! So! And now you know, my dear Mr. Chamberlain,
what was going on in my mind when | felt your hand in mine!

Allow me to thank you for this precious jewel which you sent me in the form of a letter!
Who am |, that you thank me? Surely only a poor child who tries to be a good instrument for
our lord God up there ...

Truly, let us thank Him up there, that He still looks with such, such favor upon our
Germans; for God sent your book to the German people and you personally to me, that is a
firm belief which no one can destroy in me. You were chosen by Him to be my ally, and | shall
thank Him eternally that He did so. For your powerful language grips people and forces them
to think and naturally also to fight, to attack! What harm will it do! The German sleepy-head
is waking up, and that is a good thing, then he will be on the look-out and will achieve some-
thing; and once he has begun to work he will achieve more than anyone else. His science in
his own language is a gigantic weapon, and he must be reminded of this constantly! For
“Reason” —i.e. common sense —and “Science” are our most dangerous weapons, especially
in the fight against the deadly power of “ubiquitous” Rome. Once the Germanic Catholics
have been led by you into the open conflict between Germanics and the Catholics, that is
“Romans,” then they will be “awakened” and will “perceive” that which the father confessors
are trying to hide from them — that they are being kept in degrading subjection to “Rome” as
an instrument against “Germany.” Therefore “Eritis sicut deus, scientes bonum et malum.” It is
now possible to perceive a movement in this direction, and your book is being widely bought
in such circles, praise God!

| first read your wonderful letter myself, and then | read it out to all the people gathered
around my Christmas table. All ranks and generations listened in silence and were deeply
moved. The Kaiserin sends you her sincere thanks and best wishes!

And now | wish God’s blessing and the grace of our Savior upon my comrade-in-arms and
ally in the struggle for the Germanic peoples against Rome, Jerusalem, etc. The feeling that
we are fighting for an absolutely good, divine cause is our guarantee of victory! ...

Wilhelm Il R

Source: Houston Stewart Chamberlain, Briefe und Briefwechsel mit Kaiser Wilhelm II,
Vol. Il (Munich: Bruckmann, 1928), pp. |137ff. English version in J. C. G. Réhl,

From Bismarck to Hitler: The Problem of Continuity in German History

(New York: Barnes & Noble, 1970), pp. 43-8
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Pan-Germanism

The revocation of the Anti-Socialist Law after Bismarck’s dismissal by the young Kaiser
Wilhelm II'in 1890 marked something of a turning point in the history of the German
Empire. As the Social Democratic Party (SPD), founded in 1875, gained increasing
support among workers, Wilhelm II’s governments increasingly sought to channel
public energies into a more aggressive foreign policy (Weltpolitik). In the 1890s
numerous patriotic societies and right-wing pressure groups, such as the Pan-German
League, the German League, the Agrarian League, the Naval League, the Eastern
Marches Association, and the Colonial Society advocated Weltpolitik and publicized
nationalist demands. Among the most radical of these was the Pan-German League
whose goal was the consolidation of all ethnic Germans around the world. After the
turn of the century the Pan-German League adopted an increasingly oppositional
stance toward the government, calling for stronger leadership and attacking the Kaiser
for his allegedly too moderate policies. Backed by Ruhr industrialists, the Pan-German
League exercised considerably greater influence, particularly in the war years (1914—
18), than its relatively small membership, which never exceeded 23,000, would suggest.
The Pan-German League was not formally dissolved until 1939, when its goal of
creating a greater German Reich was officially proclaimed to have been achieved.

The following selections are taken from an influential pamphlet published anony-
mously in the immediate aftermath of the Reichstag election of 1912, in which the SPD
won 30 percent of the popular vote and for the first time gained the largest number of
seats in the Reichstag as well. The author of the pamphlet, entitled If I Were the Kaiser,
was Heinrich Class (1860-1954), head of the Pan-German League from 1908 on. His
pamphlet expressed the frustration of radical nationalists with the government’s failure
to take sufficiently stringent action against the growing danger of liberalism, socialism,
and democracy, all of which Class blamed on excessive Jewish influence. Class
demanded a monarchical dictatorship to combat the left. In the absence of a willing
and able monarch, another dictator would have to be found. Class’ extremist policy
proposals anticipated the post-war National Socialist program, particularly in calling
for the suppression of the SPD, expulsion of their leaders, a ban on Jewish immigration,
and restrictions on the rights of Jews, explicitly defined in racial terms. His pamphlet,
25,000 copies of which were circulated before the war, was reissued after the war with an
addendum in which Class praised Adolf Hitler and his young National Socialist
German Workers’ Party (NSDAP) for their passionate nationalism, vigorous anti-
Marxism, and “full recognition of the Jewish danger.”

1.6 Heinrich Class, “If | Were the Kaiser,” 1912

WEAKNESS AND LACK OF SUCCESS OF FOREIGN POLICY

The disappointment that all sectors of the population, even Social Democrats, feel about the
lack of success and futility of the foreign policy of the German Reich is the most important of all
the general causes of the winter of German discontent, which now has already lasted for over
20 years. All states around us here in Europe, all states around the globe, in which the vital
nerve of the state — the will to power — has not yet died, spread and expand their area of influ-
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ence. Even states as internally unhealthy as France and Russia do this. Even states with such
immeasurably large possessions as England and the North-American Union do this. Finally,
even a state like France in which the population has begun to diminish does this, though it
certainly has no need for further colonial territory. All of them expand; even a weak Spain
defends itself and seeks to regain in Morocco what it lost against the United States'?. Only the
German Empire is supposedly “saturated” and rushes to announce its “political disinterest”
as soon as a conflict breaks out anywhere in a country of importance to the civilized nations;
only the German Empire is content just to demand that its economic interests be safe-
guarded.

But if any state has cause to concern itself with the expansion of its power, then it is the German
Empire; for its population is rapidly increasing, its industry needs markets, its economy needs soil
for the cultivation of tropical and subtropical raw materials of all kind, the acquisition of which has
placed us in unacceptable dependence on others, to point to cotton as just one example ...

THE JEWS

... The carriers and teachers of the materialism that today is dominant are the Jews; its German-born
supporters are dupes seduced and dlienated from their inborn instincts.

Having achieved economic power these racially foreign guests on German soil spread into
all areas of national life — a tragi-comic contradiction in itself — but because it was tolerated, it
has become a historical fact. Publishing, theater, journalism were taken over; law, academia,
medicine became special fields of Jewish activity and influence.

And according to the law of his being — no person can get out of their skin; this is valid too for
everything that is racially inherited — the Jew remains a Jew in everything he undertakes. If he
engages in politics, he can only do so as a Jew, i.e., without sense or understanding for self-integra-
tion, for subordination, without love for what has grown historically and organically. If he
becomes a lawyer, he acts subversively, because his inborn notions of justice stand in contradic-
tion to those to be found in written German law. He resorts to those Talmudic tricks that turn
justice into injustice. If he pursues art, he lacks the inwardness that is the basis of every creative
achievement. We know that the co-called German theater is almost completely in Jewish hands
today. Only the few people who reflect on the fact that the performance of new works depends
on the judgement of Jewish theater directors and their advisers, who decide whether a piece is
worth staging, realize what this means for German artistic creativity. The judgement, coming from
Jews, will correspond to the Jewish conception of what is stageworthy, and we can categorically
state that many works for the stage emerging from good, German minds gather dust in the desks
of poets, because they are found not to be stageworthy by critics of alien blood. “Sensationalism,”
however, is their measure of stageworthiness, and the German-born writer who wants to write
for the stage has to change and write like a Jew ...

Even worse is the influence of the Jewish press, because it affects the popular masses
directly day by day. Here the proverb applies: “Constant dropping wears away the stone.”
Jewry has seized hold of the press, and it can be said that only the press of the Center Party is
at least for the main part free of its influence — otherwise, however, except for the few anti-
Jewish papers, this is not true of any paper on German soil, not even the party newspapers of
the extreme right. If a newspaper is not under Jewish ownership, or if the editors are not

12 Areference to the Spanish defeat in the Spanish-American War of 1898.
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Jewish, then it is the advertising that determines the attitude of the paper — at least on all
questions that concern Jewry.

Thousands of Jewish writers daily form our public opinion; in millions of printed pages
their writings reach German readers — and this is supposed to be without effect?

Let me just mention the shameless activities of Jewish satiric journals, which live from sex, and
from ridiculing marriage, the throne, and all those things that once had an important place in the
consciousness of the people. | would draw particular attention to the deliberate deprecation of
marriage. Much worse, because of its wider impact, is the influence of the Jewish daily press:
What do these people know of German freedom, which sets boundaries through voluntary restraint?
What do they know of the necessary subordination of everyone? What is the fatherland and the state to
these homeless and stateless people? What is military discipline to them? What is monarchy to them?

The Jew is nowhere creative — in what we are accustomed to calling politics he is entirely
barren. He has not passed the political test in history, for he has never founded a lasting state.
Looking closely at the fate of the tribes that have lived in Palestine, one must doubt whether
there was really ever a Jewish state.

In recognizing the political and moral influence of the Jewish component among non-
Jewish host peoples, Count Gobineau has done the latter a service, which, rightly under-
stood, ought to be seen as an act of rescue." ... With truly brilliant inspiration this Germanic
seer looked into the past and revealed the true causes of the decline of ancient peoples:
subversion through Jewish blood and Jewish mind.

No German-born person has the right arrogantly to shove the grand intellectual achievement of
this great man aside. If someone does so anyway, he has already taken in the poison. The serious-
ness of Gobineau’s admonition demands a hearing — when will the people in government listen?

Another non-German, H. St. Chamberlain, comes to similar conclusions as Gobineau —
not to mention the great German-blooded analysts of Jewry from Luther to Treitschke. At
the time it was joyful news to those who understood the core of the Jewish question that
Kaiser Wilhelm Il was an enthusiastic admirer of Chamberlain and that he distributed thou-
sands of copies of The Foundations of the Nineteenth Century. And now!? Has the Kaiser read
and understood the book? How is it possible then that right afterwards he became a patron
of the Jews, even more so than his uncle Edward,'* by drawing newly-rich Jewish industrial-
ists, bankers, and merchants into his social circle, bestowing aristocratic title on them, and
even seeking their advice. One of the contradictions of this otherwise rich life — probably the
worst one, the one fraught with greatest consequences!

Even if Gobineau’s Essai sur l'inégalité des races humaines and Chamberlain’s Foundations had
never been written, among people educated in history there is no dispute that whatever the
Jew may be suited for, he certainly is not suited for the political leadership and councillorship
of his host people.

And now it is possible that the same people, who in their innocence had recently granted
equal rights to the Jews living among them, may voluntarily submit to Jewish leadership! The
role that such shallow and barren pseudo-Germans as Lasker and Bamberger were able to
play in the first years of the new Reich is not so important — these were relatively still the best

13 The French racial theorist Count Arthur de Gobineau (1816-82), author of On the Inequality of Human
Races (4 vols., 1853-55), exercised considerable influence in Germany, particularly on Richard Wagner
and his followers.

14 A reference to Edward VII (1841-1910), who reigned as British king from 1901 to 1910.
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years of Jewish activity.'® But that with very minor exceptions the entire non-ultramontane
and non-anti-Semitic press could fall into Jewish hands or at any rate under Jewish influence —
is this not an outrage? ...

THE SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC PARTY

[After Bismarck’s dismissal] the Kaiser personally took over the struggle against the Social
Democrats. He declared that he would be able to deal with them alone, while among the
liberal parties as well the talk of “overcoming them in the sphere of intellect” and “fighting
them in the private sphere” found increasing numbers of supporters.

Instead of learning the lesson of the election of 1890,'¢ namely that earlier defensive
measures had not sufficed and were perhaps psychologically ineffective, all resistance was
given up and the urban masses were abandoned to socialist incitement, which now could
grow without restrictions. One day the greatest reproach against the government of Wilhelm I
and his chancellors after Bismarck will be that they did not fulfill their duty of defense against the
SPD. Thus the party of Bebel has become the strongest one in the German Reichstag with
more than four million voters behind them.” ...

Whoever wants to gain the right point of view about the socialist danger for the Reich has
to be clear about the fact that the mass poisoning of German voters would not even have
been possible without the participation of Jewry. The true leaders of Social Democracy are
Jews ... Under Jewish leadership the “German” Social Democrats, like their Austrian coun-
terparts, are serious about their internationalism, while, e.g., the French, Italian, or Czech
Social Democrats certainly are not.

The constitution of the Reich is seriously threatened by the Social Democrats — can they
be surprised that on the other side the idea of changing this constitution comes up, even if
that change points in a different direction than the worshippers of the masses demand?

EFFECTS OF UNIVERSAL AND EQUAL SUFFRAGE

Universal and equal suffrage has always been an untruth, as it presupposes an equality among
people that can never be realized in practice. It is immoral in that it treats the worthy, the
capable, the mature exactly as it treats the unworthy, the incapable, and the immature.
Finally, it is unjust in that through the power of the masses — majority vote — it deprives the
educated and propertied classes of their rights. It was acceptable only as long as the nation-
alist and state-supportive convictions of the unpropertied and uneducated counterbalanced

15 Ludwig Bamberger (1823-99) and Eduard Lasker (1829-84) were prominent liberals who participated
in the Revolution of 1848, joined the National Liberal Party, and supported Bismarck’s unification of
Germany but opposed his illiberal domestic policies.

16  In the Reichstag election of 1890 the Social Democrats doubled their vote total over the previous elec-
tion of 1887 despite the legal restrictions placed on the party by Bismarck in the Anti-Socialist Law of
1878. Wilhelm II thereupon decided to change course, repeal the Anti-Socialist Law, and try to gain
worker support through tactical concessions. The SPD, however, continued to gain votes in every subse-
quent election until they became the largest party in the Reichstag in 1912.

17 August Bebel (1840-1913) was co-founder and long-time leader of the Social Democratic Party in
Germany.
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the contradictions inherent in universal suffrage. Up to then it could be said that love of
fatherland held the dangers in check: With massive defection from the fatherland this
balancing factor is lacking, and universal and equal suffrage functions in an undisguisedly destruc-
tive way against the state, depriving all who want to defend the state of their rights ... .

... In summary let me point out that my proposal for reform is a unified whole that can be
described as follows:

Replacement of universal and equal suffrage by an appropriate class or corporatist voting fran-
chise; the simultaneous conversion to a parliamentary system that recognizes the personal accom-
plishments of the educated and the propertied in the realm of political work ... .

STRUGGLE AGAINST REVOLUTION

... But what is to be done?

We ought to reach back to the draft of the Anti-Socialist Law that Bismarck put before the
Reichstag in the year 1878 and allow it to become law without watering it down in the way
favored by the parliament of that day. Accordingly, everything that serves to undermine the
state and social order, or is suspected of doing so, would be prohibited. Associations, clubs,
newspapers, and periodicals conforming to the above tendencies will not be tolerated. More-
over, all the preventive measures envisioned in the draft law of September 1878 would have
to be introduced.'®

But one must take a further step.

An out-and-out working-class party that stands on the foundation of the state, the nation, and
the monarchy can be integrated into our public life, and can, perhaps, even be put to good use to
rouse the conscience against any inclination toward exclusively “bourgeois policies.” But not a
party that drives the masses toward anarchy, that has disowned its own nation, its own fatherland.

An improvement of Social Democracy under Jewish leadership is not possible, nor is a
gradual turning away from internationalism. It is therefore necessary to give the masses the
opportunity to turn away from or put a stop to Social Democracy by freeing them from the
current leadership: all Reichstag and state parliament deputies, all party officials, all editors
and publishers of socialist newspapers, all leaders of socialist trade unions — in short, all who
stand in the service of the socialist movement are to be expelled from the German Empire. The same
applies, of course, to all anarchists.

One must not be sentimental in liberating the people from those who are driving it into
decadence. Whoever declares that he does not belong to any nation — and that is what the
“international” Social Democrat does —, whoever enjoys proclaiming his irreconcilable
hostility towards state, society, and monarchy again and again, must not be surprised when
these institutions finally lose patience. Such an enemy of his fatherland will long ago have lost the
right to be treated as an equal citizen with equal rights, which just allows him to continue his
destructive incitement of the people under the protection of the law. If he is now expelled
from the fatherland he hates, nothing bad has happened to him, after all, according to his own
opinion. Let him try his luck in the countries he has praised for their alleged true freedom —
let him be expelled from the German Reich from which he has divorced himself ... .

18 A softened version of Bismarck’s bill was passed by the Reichstag in October 1878. State and local
governments were empowered to abolish socialist societies, dissolve meetings, and prohibit publica-
tions. Violators of the law were subject to fines, imprisonment, and expulsion.
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REFORM OF PUBLIC LIFE

But we must not limit ourselves to these defensive measures. They lie in the realm of the
state. At the same time, society must do all it can to win the masses back to the fatherland.
Public interest associations will publish the most inexpensive daily papers in order to provide
the people with detoxified reading material. In this way the gap left by the suppression of the
socialist press will be filled. Large-scale national meetings must be inaugurated through which
the best people from all walks of life and the professions will work together for reconcilia-
tion. Festivals are to be put on for the people —in short, we must recover what was neglected
in the years of economic growth following the founding of the Reich and then in the subse-
quent years of embitterment.'’ We must take up the “struggle for the soul of the people,” to
paraphrase a nice slogan. The army administration will support civil society in these efforts,
providing the opportunity for soldiers to hear lectures drawn from German history — in
short, those who are capable of and called to such honorable service in city and country will
do their best to smooth out the divisions that through ill will have escalated into implacable
enmity.

It is possible, even probable, that by proceeding in such a way against the danger of socialism
we will face a few difficult, restless years — that cannot be helped, and we have to get through
them. But let’s wait and see whether peace and unity does not return to German lands once
the inciters of division have been removed and kept at a distance. But if we are to take up this
struggle, we must be clear about one thing: no half-measures, no weakness, no sentimentality ...

THE JEWS UNDER ALIEN LAW

A return to health in our national life, in all its branches — cultural, moral, political, and
economic — and sustaining that recovered health is only possible if Jewish influence is either
completely expunged or rolled back to a bearable, harmless level.

Let us be clear in discussing these necessities that the innocent must suffer along with the
guilty. However painful it may be for the fair-minded German, it is better that a certain
number of upstanding Jews suffer as a result of the guilt of their less worthy tribal comrades
than that the whole German people is ruined through the poison of the latter. The failure of
the good Jews, acting out of a feeling of racial community, to work for the prohibition of
immigration from the east at the time of emancipation is now taking its toll.

Today, the borders must be totally and unconditionally barred to any further Jewish immigration.
This is absolutely necessary, but it is no longer enough. Just as self-evidently, foreign Jews who
have not yet acquired citizenship rights must be speedily and unconditionally expelled, to the last
man. But even this is not enough.

Hard as it may be on the German sense of justice: we must restrict the general rights of resi-
dent Jews, as sorry as every individual among us may be when the good are affected along with
the bad. In such cases one has to keep one’s eye on what is necessary and has to close one’s
heart to compassion ...

We must demand that resident Jews be placed under alien law.

The first question is, who is a Jew? And this question must be answered with toughness.
Religious faith may be regarded as the original determinant of Jewishness, but racial member-

19  The reference here is to the financial crash of 1873 and subsequent hardship.
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ship must be considered, and even Jews who have turned away from their faith must be
treated as Jews, along with descendants of mixed marriages, according to the old Germanic
principle that offspring of such marriages follow the inferior bloodline. To be effective we
need the following definition: A Jew, according to the prospective Aliens Law, is anyone who
belonged to a Jewish religious corporation as of 18 January 1871, as well as all the descendants of
such persons who were Jews at that date, even when only one parent was or is Jewish ... *°.

The weakness of the German defense against Jewry actually lies in the fact that just about
everyone in public life knows one or more unobjectionable Jews. And that is what skews
their thinking when they deal with the Jewish question, and it makes them compassionate and
weak. This is understandable on a human level — but, when it is a question of the future of our
people we have to cast off all weakness. ...

... Friends, see to it that the genuine heir to Bismarck finds assistants when he forms the
Reich for the second time and begins his work with the motto:

Germany to the Germans —

To each German his own!

Source: Daniel Frymann [Heinrich Class], Das Kaiserbuch: Politische Wahrheiten und
Notwendigkeiten, 7th edn. (Leipzig: Verlag von Theodor Weicher, 1925),

pp- 4-5, 30-2, 38-40, 59-60, 62-4, 69-70, 72, 206.

Translated by Rod Stackelberg

The preventive-war mentality

The following selection is taken from General Friedrich von Bernhardi’s book Germany
and the Next War which was published in 1912 and became a best-seller. According to
historian Fritz Fischer, Bernhardi’s views accurately reflected official thinking. It offers
an example of the preventive-war mentality of the German General Staff, an attitude
that contributed to the outbreak of the First World War. In the minds of many of
Germany’s leaders war with Britain and France was ultimately unavoidable. Hence it
was in Germany’s interests to fight sooner rather than later, and under conditions of its
own choosing. The German leadership was not prepared to accept the status quo in the
international balance of power. Equally noteworthy, however, is Bernhardi’s rejection
of expansion in the East, where millions of Poles already lived under German rule. In
this respect, at least, German territorial aims were expanded during the First World
War and again under the Nazis, for whom the acquisition of African colonies was less
important than the acquisition of Lebensraum in the east. For Bernhardi Germany’s
main enemy was Britain, for Hitler it would be Russia. Common to imperialists before
both world wars, however, was the linkage of German power with German culture.
According to Bernhardi, war was necessary to defend “spiritual and moral liberty, and
the profound and lofty aspirations of German thought.”

20 18 ]January 1871 was the date of the unification of Germany and the formation of the German Empire.
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1.7 Friedrich von Bernhardi, “World Power or Downfall,” 1912

Under these conditions the position of Germany is extraordinarily difficult. We not only
require for the full material development of our nation, on a scale corresponding to its intel-
lectual importance, an extended political basis, but ... we are compelled to obtain space for
our increasing population and markets for our growing industries. But at every step which
we take in this direction England will resolutely oppose us. English policy may not yet have
made the definite decision to attack us; but it doubtless wishes, by all and every means, even
the most extreme, to hinder every further expansion of German international influence and
of German maritime power. The recognized political aims of England and the attitude of the
English Government leave no doubt on this point. But if we were involved in a struggle with
England, we can be quite sure that France would not neglect the opportunity of attacking our
flank. Italy, with her extensive coastline, even if still a member of the Triple Alliance, will have
to devote large forces to the defense of the coast to keep off the attacks of the Anglo-French
Mediterranean Fleet, and would thus only be able to employ weaker forces against France.
Austria would be paralyzed by Russia; against the latter we should have to leave forces in the
east. We would thus have to fight out the struggle against France and England practically
alone with a part of our army, perhaps with some support from lItaly. It is in this double
menace by sea and on the mainland of Europe that the grave danger of our political position
lies, since all freedom of action is taken from us and all expansion barred.

Since the struggle is, as appears on a thorough investigation of the international question,
necessary and inevitable, we must fight it out, cost what it may. Indeed, we are carrying it on
at the present moment, though not with drawn swords, and only by peaceful means so far.
On the one hand it is being waged by the competition in trade, industries, and warlike prepa-
rations; on the other hand, by diplomatic methods with which the rival states are fighting
each other in every region where their interests clash.

With these methods it has been possible to maintain peace hitherto, but not without
considerable loss of power and prestige. This apparently peaceful state of things must not
deceive us, we are facing a hidden, but nonetheless formidable, crisis — perhaps the most
momentous crisis in the history of the German nation.

We have fought in the last great wars for our national union and our position among the
powers of Europe; we now must decide whether we wish to develop into and maintain a
world empire, and procure for German spirit and German ideas that fitting recognition
which has been hitherto withheld from them.

Have we the energy to aspire to that great goal? Are we prepared to make the sacrifices
which such an effort will doubtless cost us? Or are we willing to recoil before the hostile
forces, and sink step by step lower in our economic, political, and national importance? That
is what is involved in our decision ...

We must make it quite clear to ourselves that there can be no standing still, no being satis-
fied for us, but only progress or retrogression, and that it is tantamount to retrogression
when we are contented with our present place among the nations of Europe, while all our
rivals are straining with desperate energy, even at the cost of our rights, to extend their
power. The process of our decay would set in gradually and advance slowly so long as the
struggle against us was waged with peaceful weapons; the living generation would, perhaps,
be able to continue to exist in peace and comfort. But should a war be forced upon us by
stronger enemies under conditions unfavorable to us, then, if our arms met with disaster,
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our political downfall would not be delayed, and we should rapidly sink down. The future of
German nationality would be sacrificed, an independent German civilization would not long
exist, and the blessings for which German blood has flowed in streams — spiritual and moral
liberty, and the profound and lofty aspirations of German thought — would for long ages be
lost to mankind.

If, as is right, we do not wish to assume the responsibility for such a catastrophe, we must
have the courage to strive with every means to attain that increase of power which we are
entitled to claim, even at the risk of a war with numerically superior foes.

Under the present conditions it is out of the question to attempt this by acquiring terri-
tory in Europe. The region in the east, where German colonists once settled, is lost to us, and
could only be recovered from Russia by a long and victorious war, and would then be a
perpetual incitement to renewed wars. So, again, the reannexation of the former South
Prussia, which was united to Prussia on the second partition of Poland, would be a serious
undertaking, on account of the Polish population.

Under these circumstances we must clearly try to strengthen our political power in other ways.

In the first place, our political position would be considerably consolidated if we could
finally get rid of the standing danger that France will attack us on a favorable occasion, as soon
as we find ourselves involved in complications elsewhere. In one way or another we must
square our account with France if we wish for a free hand in our international policy. This is
the first and foremost condition of a sound German policy, and since the hostility of France
once and for all cannot be removed by peaceful overtures, the matter must be settled by
force of arms. France must be so completely crushed that she can never again come across
our path.

Source: Friedrich von Bernhardi, Germany and the Next War
(London: Edward Arnold, 1914), pp. 103-6

Reversing Jewish emancipation

Konstantin von Gebsattel, a retired general, sent the draft for a new constitution
to the Crown Prince in October 1913, from which the following selection is
taken. Like many of his fellow conservatives, Gebsattel was particularly worried
by the outcome of the 1912 elections in which the SPD had for the first time
become the largest party in the Reichstag. Gebsattel’s call for legal restrictions
on Jews reiterated a frequent demand of the nationalist right and anticipated the
Nazi program. Jews were to be denied full citizenship and placed under alien law.
It is worth noting, however, that Gebsattel opposed the total expulsion of Jews,
because he feared that the loss of Jewish wealth and economic skills would
weaken Germany and that their departure would strengthen Germany’s poten-
tial enemies. His juxtaposition of German idealism with Jewish materialism
echoed long-standing stereotypes of German and Jewish cultural and racial
incompatibility. Note also his concern that Jewish influence on popular opinion
would weaken Germany’s military posture in the war that by this time many conser-
vatives had come to view as inevitable.
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1.8 Konstantin von Gebsattel, “The Jewish Question,” 1913

| am not an anti-Semite. | know some Jews, particularly business people, whom | respect and
admire. On the other hand one would be blinder than Hodur [the Nordic god of darkness] if
one stubbornly refused to see that our entire life is dominated and endangered by the Jewish
spirit: internal affairs by the press in Jewish hands, financial affairs by the great banks directed by
Jews, legal affairs by the huge number of Jewish lawyers in the big cities, cultural affairs by the
many Jewish university professors, and the almost exclusively Jewish theater directors and
critics. The Jewish and Germanic spirits contradict each other like fire and water: the latter is
deep, positive, and idealistic, the former superficial, negative, destructively critical, and materi-
alistic. The danger threatening Germandom and thus also the German Reich is grave and
immediate; the more dangerous because it is cleverly disguised because the Jewish press has
succeeded in persuading a large section of the nation that anyone who fights against the
excesses of Judaism is backward and inferior. |, on the other hand, maintain that anyone who
fails to take up this struggle even for one day is avoiding his urgent duty in a cowardly way ...
The Jews should be placed under the law pertaining to aliens and should remain the guests
of the German people. Naturally they will be exempt from military service and will pay
instead an army tax, which will perhaps be up to twice as high as the taxes paid by Germans.
Obviously they will not be allowed to enter public service, to be judges, officials, university
professors, lawyers, officers; they will, however, be allowed to become businessmen, direc-
tors of private banks, doctors. The acquisition of sizeable landed estates will also be
forbidden to them, and here the borderline will have to be drawn very low. For quarrels
among themselves one could perhaps give them their own courts, but for quarrels with
Germanics, they will come before the normal courts, as in the case of criminal proceedings.
There is a danger that such laws might cause the Jews to emigrate to states where they
hoped to receive equal treatment with Christians, or rather, where they hoped to seize the
entire executive power for themselves. | am sincerely convinced that [Werner] Sombart is
wrong when he declares that the expulsion of the Jews was the reason for the economic
collapse of states in the Middle Ages, and | would point there rather to the Germanic prophet
Count Gobineau. That German commerce does not need the Jews is proven by the Fuggers,
the Welsers, and the Hanseatic League, none of which succumbed to Jewish influence. | also
know of not one case where a Jew has achieved great things in industry. | do admit, however,
that a total emigration of Jews would be undesirable, and that we should try to use their good
qualities to our advantage. | also do not know whether the German Reich could withstand the
great capital loss involved, which | estimate in billions. It would, in any case, be a travesty of
justice if we were to permit our guests to take with them the great riches which they have only
gained by being more commercially-minded and unscrupulous than their hosts, so doing great
damage to the nation’s prosperity. Any Jew wishing to emigrate must therefore leave the major
share of his property to the state. It will therefore be necessary when the state of siege is
proclaimed, to close the borders and the banks until the Jewish fortune has been assessed.
A mixing of Jewish and Germanic races is not desirable, but cannot be prevented. Baptism
must not, however, change the status of the Jew and the Jewess, nor of their children ... Not
until there is not more than one-quarter of Jewish blood in the grandchildren should these be
able to acquire the rights of the Germanics ...
As the Jews are only guests and not citizens, they should not be allowed to participate in
the discussions about the constitution, the rights of the citizen, etc. They must therefore be
prohibited from editing and writing for newspapers, on pain of severe punishment. They will
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only be allowed to publish a fixed number of Jewish newspapers, specifically marked as such,
solely about Jewish matters and devoid of all opinion and comment on affairs of state ...
May the man come soon who will lead us along this path ...

Source: Konstantin Freiherr von Gebsattel, ‘“Gedanken iiber einen notwendigen
Fortschritt in der inneren Entwicklung Deutschlands,” Deutsches Zentralarchiv,
Potsdam, Alldeutscher Verband, 204. English version in J. C. G. Réhl,

From Bismarck to Hitler: The Problem of Continuity in German History

(New York: Barnes & Noble, 1970), pp. 49-51

The Schlieffen Plan

German preparations and tactics in the early stages of the war that broke out in
August 1914 were based on a plan drawn up under the auspices of Field Marshal
Alfred von Schlieffen (1833-1913), Chief of the German General Staff from 1891 to
1905. The problem the Germans faced was a two-front war against the Franco-
Russian alliance. The Schlieffen Plan called for the defeat of France within six weeks
by a flanking movement through Belgium and Holland. This would make possible
the transfer of the bulk of German forces to the east to confront the technologically
backward Russians, who were expected to require at least six weeks to fully mobilize
their forces. The violation of Belgium’s internationally guaranteed neutrality made
it possible for the British government to enter the war on the side of her allies with
full public support.

The Schlieffen Plan is historically significant for three major reasons: First, it demon-
strated the undue political influence of the German military, which viewed strategic
problems in purely military terms, disregarding political factors. Second, it was based
on unrealistic dreams of total victory, thus departing from earlier military plans based
on the limited objective of defending Germany’s borders and bringing about a favor-
able peace. And third, the need for pinpoint timing to insure the success of the plan
blocked diplomatic initiatives for a negotiated solution to the crisis in July 1914. Once
the Russians began mobilization to prevent an Austrian attack on Serbia, German mili-
tary leaders insisted that the Schlieffen Plan be put into effect immediately, lest the six-
week window of opportunity envisaged in the plan be lost. The Schlieffen Plan,
however, underestimated the French capability of reinforcing their troops at the front
by rail. In the Battle of the Marne in September 1914 the French halted the German
offensive. War in the west degenerated into a terrible war of attrition that lasted for
more than four years.

The following selection presents the observations of General Helmuth von Moltke
(1848-1916), Schlieffen’s successor as Chief of the General Staff from 1906 until his
dismissal after the Battle of the Marne in September 1914. Moltke embraced the
general premises of the Schlieffen Plan but changed it to preserve Dutch neutrality. For
this he was widely blamed by nationalists after the war, who insisted that the Schlieffen
Plan would have worked if it had been implemented as originally drawn up. The
Germans would not make the same mistake in the Second World War when they
launched their western offensive by invading France, Luxembourg, Belgium, and
Holland simultaneously on 10 May 1940.
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1.9 General Helmuth von Moltke, comments on the Schlieffen Plan

It may be safely assumed that the next war will be a war on two fronts. Of our enemies,
France is the most dangerous and can prepare the most quickly. Accounts must be settled
with her very soon after deployment. Should the defeat of the French be achieved quickly and
decisively, it will also be possible to make forces available against Russia. | agree with the basic
idea of opening the war with a strong offensive against France while initially remaining on the
defensive with weak forces against Russia. If a quick decision is sought against France, the
attack should not be directed exclusively against the strongly fortified eastern front of that
country. If, as may be expected, the French army remains on the defensive behind that front,
there is no chance of quickly breaking through; and even a break-through would expose the
German army, or those sections which have made it, to flank attack from two sides. If one
wants to meet the enemy in the open, the fortified frontier-line must be outflanked. This is
only possible by means of an advance through Switzerland or Belgium. The first would
encounter great difficulties and, because of the defense of the mountain roads, would take a
long time. On the other hand a successful outflanking of the French fortifications would have
the advantage of forcing the French army towards the north. An advance through Belgium
would force the French back into their interior. Nevertheless it should be preferred, because
there one can count on quicker progress. We can count on the somewhat inefficient Belgian
forces being quickly scattered, unless the Belgian army should withdraw without a battle to
Antwerp, which would then have to be sealed off.

It is important, of course, that for an advance through Belgium the right wing should be
made as strong as possible. But | cannot agree that the envelopment demands the violation of
Dutch neutrality in addition to Belgian. A hostile Holland at our back could have disastrous
consequences for the advance of the German army to the west, particularly if England should
use the violation of Belgian neutrality as a pretext for entering the war against us. A neutral
Holland secures our rear, because if England declares war on us for violating Belgian neutrality
she cannot herself violate Dutch neutrality. She cannot break the very law for whose sake she
goes to war.

Furthermore it will be very important to have in Holland a country whose neutrality
allows us to have imports and supplies. She must be the windpipe that enables us to breathe.

However awkward it may be, the advance through Belgium must therefore take place
without the violation of Dutch territory. This will hardly be possible unless Liége is in our
hands. The fortress must therefore be taken at once. | think it possible to take it by a coup de
main. Its salient forts are so unfavorably sited that they do not overlook the intervening
country and cannot dominate it. | have had a reconnaissance made of all roads running
through them into the center of the town, which has no ramparts. An advance with several
columns is possible without their being observed from the forts. Once our troops have
entered the town | believe that the forts will not bombard it but will probably capitulate.
Everything depends on meticulous preparation and surprise. The enterprise is only possible if
the attack is made at once, before the areas between the forts are fortified. It must therefore
be undertaken by standing troops immediately war is declared. The capture of a modern
fortress by a coup de main would be something unprecedented in military history. But it can
succeed and must be attempted, for the possession of Liege is the sine qua non of our
advance. It is a bold venture whose accomplishment promises a great success. In any case the
heaviest artillery must be at hand, so that in case of failure we can take the fortress by storm. |
believe the absence of an inner rampart will deliver the fortress into our hands.
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On the success of the coup de main depends our chance of making the advance through
Belgium without infringing Dutch territory. The deployment and disposition of the army
must be made accordingly.

B [Berlin?] 1911
[signed] v. M.

Source: Gerhard Ritter, The Schlieffen Plan: Critique of a Myth,
trsl. by Andrew and Eva Wilson (New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1958), pp. 165-7

Expansionist war aims

The “September Program” was drawn up by Chancellor Theobald von Bethmann-
Hollweg (1856-1921) on 9 September 1914, shortly before the German offensive in the
west ground to a halt in the Battle of the Marne. At the time it seemed that a favorable
peace settlement in the west was within easy grasp. The annexationist aims of the
government were withheld from the public in order to retain the allegiance of the SPD,
which had rejected a war of conquest as a condition of its support for war credits in the
Reichstag. Central to the September Program was the formation of a Mitteleuropa, a
central European federation under German economic and political domination.
France was to be permanently weakened, Luxembourg annexed, and Holland and a
rump Belgium turned into German satellite states. Bethmann-Hollweg also envisioned
a German colonial empire in central Africa. Although conditions did not yet seem to
warrant drawing up specific aims in the east, Bethmann is quoted a saying that “Russia
must be thrust back as far as possible from Germany’s eastern frontier and her domina-
tion over the non-Russian vassal peoples broken.”?!

1.10 Chancellor Bethmann’s September Program, 1914

| France. The military to decide whether we should demand cession of Belfort and
western slopes of the Vosges, razing of fortresses and cession of coastal strip from
Dunkirk to Boulogne.
The ore-field of Briey, which is necessary for the supply of ore for our industry, to be
ceded in any case.
Further, a war indemnity, to be paid in installments; it must be high enough to prevent
France from spending any considerable sums on armaments in the next 15-20 years.
Furthermore: a commercial treaty which makes France economically dependent on
Germany, secures the French market for our exports, and makes it possible to exclude
British commerce from France. This treaty must secure for us financial and industrial
freedom of movement in France in such a fashion that German enterprises can no longer
receive different treatment from French.
2 Belgium. Liége and Verviers to be attached to Prussia, a frontier strip of the province of
Luxembourg to Luxembourg.

21  Fritz Fischer, Germany’s Aims in the First World War (New York: W. W. Norton, 1967), p- 103.
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Question whether Antwerp, with a corridor to Liége, should also be annexed remains
open.

At any rate Belgium, even if allowed to continue to exist as a state, must be reduced to
a vassal state, must allow us to occupy any militarily important ports, must place her
coast at our disposal in military respects, must become economically a German prov-
ince. Given such a solution, which offers the advantages of annexation without its ines-
capable domestic political disadvantages, French Flanders with Dunkirk, Calais and
Boulogne, where most of the population is Flemish, can without danger be attached to
this unaltered Belgium. The competent quarters will have to judge the military value of
this position against England.

3 Luxembourg. Will become a German federal state and will receive a strip of the present
Belgian province of Luxembourg and perhaps the corner of Longwy.

4 We must create a central European economic association through common customs trea-
ties, to include France, Belgium, Holland, Denmark, Austria-Hungary, Poland [sic], and
perhaps Italy, Sweden and Norway. This association will not have any common constitu-
tional supreme authority and all its members will be formally equal, but in practice will be
under German leadership and must stabilize Germany’s economic dominance over
Mitteleuropa.

5  The question of colonial acquisitions, where the first aim is the creation of a continuous
Central African colonial empire, will be considered later, as will that of the aims to be
realized vis-a-vis Russia.

6 A short provisional formula suitable for a possible preliminary peace to be found for a
basis for the economic agreements to be concluded with France and Belgium.

7 Holland. It will have to be considered by what means and methods Holland can be
brought into closer relationship with the German Empire.

In view of the Dutch character, this closer relationship must leave them free of any
feeling of compulsion, must alter nothing in the Dutch way of life, and must also subject
them to no new military obligations. Holland, then, must be left independent in exter-
nals, but be made internally dependent on us. Possibly one might consider an offensive
and defensive alliance, to cover the colonies; in any case a close customs association,
perhaps the cession of Antwerp to Holland in return for the right to keep a German
garrison in the fortress of Antwerp and at the mouth of the Scheldt.

Source: Fritz Fischer, Germany’s Aims in the First World War
(New York: W. W. Norton, 1967), pp. 104-5

German Kultur vs. Western Zivilisation

Not surprisingly, the war gave rise to exaggerated propaganda on all sides. While the
Western powers attacked Germany for its militarism and authoritarianism, German
publicists countered by condemning French rationalism and British commercialism. A
famous example of this kind of propaganda was the 1915 pamphlet, H dndler und Helden
(Merchants and Heroes), excerpts from which are given below. Written by the econo-
mist Werner Sombart (1863—-1941), author of Modern Capitalism (1902) and the more
nationalistic The Jews and Modern Capitalism (1911), the pamphlet is interesting as a
typical example of how the war radicalized the long-term German tendency to juxtapose
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its own cultural creativity to the merely civilizational progress of the West. Sombart
contrasted Germany’s heroic spirit of idealism and self-sacrifice to the materialistic
“merchant mentality” of England, supposedly concerned only with economic advan-
tage and practical utility. This sense of cultural and ethnic superiority, rooted in the
nineteenth century and radicalized during the war, culminated in the extreme
Germanic supremacism of the Nazi years. Sombart, who later sympathized with Nazism,
also believed that territorial expansion to gain “living space” was part of Germany’s geo-
political destiny.

1.1l Werner Sombart, Merchants and Heroes, 1915

THE ELEMENTS OF THE ENGLISH MIND

... Under “merchant mentality” | understand the world-view that approaches life with the
question: what’s in it for me? ...

THE GERMAN SPIRIT

... German thinking and German feeling expresses itself in the first place in the unanimous
rejection of all that even distantly approximates English or West European thinking and
feeling. With inner aversion, with indignation, with outrage, with deep horror, the German
spirit arose against the “ideas of the eighteenth century,” which were of English origin. With
determination every German thinker, but also every German who thought in the German
way, has at all times rejected utilitarianism, eudemonism, all philosophies of utility, happiness,
and pleasure: in this the hostile kinsmen Schopenhauer and Hegel, and Fichte and Nietzsche, the
classicists and romanticists, the Potsdamers and Weimarians, the old and the new Germans,
were united ... 2

And what do we oppose to the English merchant ideal? Is there something affirmative that
we can find in all German Weltanschauung! | believe so. And if | were to express in one
sentence what that is, | would name the old sailor’s proverb that is chiseled over the entrance
to the Sailors’ Home in Bremen:

“Navigare necesse, vivere non est

“We do not need to live; but if we live, we have to do our damned duty.” Or: “Man has to
do his work as long as he lives.” Or: “The individual life: the importance of working on the
greater whole is our destiny.” Or: “The well-being of men is of no concern if only it serves
the cause” or however one wants to translate this proverb: the meaning is always the same.
And whatever German man we may ask for his opinion: he will answer with the proverb that
is chiseled above the Sailors’ Home in Bremen ...

9923

22  Arthur Schopenhauer (1788-1860), G. W. F. Hegel (1770-1831), Johann Gottlieb Fichte (1762-1814),
and Friedrich Nietzsche (1844-1900) were German philosophers whose ideas often clashed. Potsdam,
the residence of the Hohenzollern dynasty, stood for the Prussian monarchical and military tradition;
Weimar, the home of Germany’s foremost poets, Johann Wolfgang von Goethe (1749-1832) and
Friedrich Schiller (1759-1805), stood for Germany’s cultural tradition.

23 “To sail is necessary, to live is not.”



THE GERMAN EMPIRE AND THE FIRST WORLD WAR 35

It is the most glorious feature of our German thinking that already here on earth we effect
unification with the divinity, and we effect it not by killing off our flesh and our will, but by
robust action and work. That the surrender of our self proceeds through the uninterrupted
setting and completing of new tasks in active life. That gives our world-view its victorious
strength, not to be overcome on this earth. That is why | call it a heroic world-view, and now
the reader will see the point to which | have led him: to be German means to be a hero, and to
the English merchant mentality we oppose a German heroism.

Merchant and hero: they form the two great opposites, the two poles of all human orienta-
tion on earth. The merchant, as we have seen, approaches life with the question: what can life
give to me? He wants to take, wants to exchange as much as possible for as little as possible,
because he wants to make a profitable deal with life. The result: he is poor. The hero
approaches life with the question: what can | give to life? He wants to give, wants to expend
himself, wants to sacrifice himself — without anything in return. The result: he is rich. The
merchants speaks only of “rights,” the hero only of duties ...

The virtues of the hero are opposite to those of the merchant: they are all positive, giving
and awakening life, they are “generous virtues:” sacrificial courage, loyalty, lack of cunning,
reverence, bravery, piety, obedience, goodness. They are warlike virtues, virtues that are
fully developed in war and through war, just as all heroism only achieves its full greatness in
war and through war ...

THE MISSION OF THE GERMAN PEOPLE

... We have to eradicate even the last vestiges of the old ideals of a progressive develop-
ment of “humanity” from our soul. There is no “progress” to something higher from one
peoples to another: we don’t stand on a higher level of “progress” than the ancient
Greeks, unless we think of progress as a purely technological concept. Rather, the divine
spirit becomes effective in the various individual peoples, which “progress” within, i.e.,
perfect their own character, approach their own ideal, just as the individual can develop
during his own lifetime by approaching in his natural existence the ideal person within. In
every peoples a certain vital force strives for development and realizes the individuality
of this people in its history. Individual peoples grow, flourish, and wilt like flowers in the
garden of God: We can recognize all this as the sense of human development. And the
idea of mankind, the idea of humanity, cannot be understood in its deepest meaning in
any other way than that this idea achieves its highest and grandest effect in individual
noble peoples.

These are then the respective representatives of the idea of God on earth: these are the
chosen peoples. Those were the Greeks, those were the Jews. And the chosen people of our
current age are the German people.

Why this is so, this little book is designed to show: because the German Volk commits itself
to the heroic Weltanschauung, which alone manifests the idea of God on earth in this age.

Now we also understand why the other peoples persecute us with their hate: they don’t
understand us, but they feel our huge spiritual superiority. Thus the Jews were hated in antig-
uity, because the were the regents of God on earth, as long as only they had received the
abstract idea of God into their spirit. And they proceeded with heads held high, with a
contemptuous smile on their lips, looking down disparagingly from their proud height on the
teeming throng of peoples of their age. They also closed themselves off to all alien being, out
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of concern that the holiness that they carried within could be besmirched by contact with
unbelievers. In the same way the Greeks, in their best days, lived among the barbarians.

We Germans, too, should go through the world of our time in the same way, proud,
heads held high, in the secure feeling of being God’s people. Just as the German bird, the
eagle, soars high over all animals on this earth, so the German must feel himself above all
other peoples that surround him and that he sees in boundless depth below him.

But aristocracy has its obligations, and this is true here, too. The idea that we are the
chosen people places formidable duties —and only duties — on us. We must above all maintain
ourselves as a strong nation in the world. Not for world conquest do we set forth. Have no
fear, dear neighbors: we are not going to consume you. What are we to do with such an indi-
gestible mouthful? To conquer half-civilized or primitive peoples to fill them with German
spirituality, that is not our desire either. Such “Germanization” is not possible. The
Englishman can possibly colonize foreign peoples like this and fill them with his spirituality.
After all, he doesn’t have any. Unless it be the money-grubbing mentality. | can make any old
person into a shopkeeper, and to spread English civilization is no great feat. The great “talent
for colonization” attributed to the English is nothing but an expression of their spiritual
poverty. To implant German culture in other peoples, who would want to try that? Heroism
cannot be transplanted to any old place on earth like gas pipelines. We Germans will there-
fore always remain — by right! — bad colonizers. To accumulate foreign countries, as England
does: that does not seem to us to be worth the effort. There is therefore no “expansionist
tendency” at all in the new Germany. Without envy we leave that to England, which has this
tendency like every department store: by right!

We want to be a strong German Volk, to be and remain a strong German state, and also to
grow within organic limits. And if it is necessary that we expand our territorial possessions so
that the people gain greater space to develop, we will take as much land as seems necessary
to us. We will also plant our feet where it seems important to us for strategic reasons, to
maintain our unassailable strength: we will therefore, if it is good for our position of global
power, establish naval bases in Dover, in Malta, in Suez. Nothing more. We do not want to
“expand” at all. For we have more important things to do. We have our own spiritual char-
acter to develop, to maintain the purity of the German soul, to make sure that the enemy, the
merchant mentality, doesn’t infiltrate our senses: not from outside and not from inside. But
this is a powerful and responsible task. For we know what is at stake: Germany is the last dam
against the muddy flood of commercialism that has either already swamped all other peoples
or is about to do so without hindrance, because none of them is armed against the urgent
danger by a heroic Weltanschauung, which alone, as we have seen, can guarantee rescue and
protection ...

Source: Werner Sombart, Hdndler und Helden. Patriotische Besinnungen
(Munich: Duncker & Humblot, 1915), pp. 14, 55-7, 141-5.
Translated by Rod Stackelberg

The German idea of freedom

The English-born racial publicist Houston Stewart Chamberlain, who became one of
Hitler’s earliest supporters after the war, played an active role during the war by churning
out pamphlets that were distributed by the hundreds of thousands to soldiers at the front.
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The German government’s efforts to use them in English translation for propaganda
purposes in England and the US backfired when the British government issued an offi-
cial version under the title The Ravings of a Renegade, from which the excerpt below is
taken. Chamberlain’s pamphlets are of historical interest, however, because they do
convey with some accuracy the ideological consensus in Germany. Most educated
Germans would have agreed that true freedom lay not in political rights but in voluntary
submission to law and morality. They would have shared Chamberlain’s sense of the
superiority of German idealist culture over Western (or Jewish) materialism and
commercialism. Chamberlain’s notorious anti-Semitism, restrained for the sake of unity
during the war, would reemerge with a vengeance in the wake of German defeat.

1.12 Houston Stewart Chamberlain, ‘“German Liberty,” 1915

The assertion that Germany’s enemies are fighting for liberty against tyranny is to be found
with striking frequency in official manifestos and newspaper articles. The opinion has long
been circulated throughout the world that everywhere where Germany goes there is an end
to all freedom. | have met serious men, scholars in England, for instance, who had warm
sympathy for German science and literature, and yet believed that, politically, it would be a
misfortune if Germany’s influence were to increase in Europe, for it would mean the destruc-
tion of all liberty.

Now when | occasionally attempted, in oral disputes to support the contrary, that
Germany had, for centuries, been the real and sole home of a liberty which tends to raise the
human race and is alone worthy of the name, | never succeeded in rousing interest. The
English and French, even the well-educated, do not reflect on the essence of liberty, on its
peculiar function in the complicated organism of the human mind; for them it is purely a polit-
ical idea which has been handed down through the ages; they always considered they had
refuted me when they brought out as trumps that the German Imperial Chancellor was
appointed and retained by the Emperor, and could remain in office in spite of the majority of
the Reichstag. The essence of liberty is, therefore, to be able to overthrow chancellors.
Whole books would be necessary to give real enlightenment on this subject — to destroy
wrong ideas and replace them by correct ones. | will only make a few remarks and give a little
food for reflection.

Let us ask first: In what does the far-famed English political liberty really consist? If one
were to sum up the internal history of England, which, till 1688, was heroic and sanguinary,
and later on Machiavellian and intriguing, in a single formula, it would be: History of a struggle
between nobility and crown. Neither of these forces thought of liberty; each only sought to
increase its power. When Cromwell appeared, both joined issue against the same man, and
the sole course which would have been capable of founding true freedom in England. After-
wards the course, thanks to the insular position of the country, was very simple, and from it
rose the English Parliament, which has been set up as an unattainable model till one is tired of
hearing of it, and in which, until a few years ago, the Lower House was just as aristocratic as
the Upper House. For a long time England has been led by an oligarchy, the king is a puppet.
Up to the commencement of the nineteenth century the sovereign, if he possessed the
necessary energy, had a say in the election of the Prime Minister; then he lost this preroga-
tive, and the secret committee of the parliamentary oligarchy has since governed alone. The
fiction of the two chief parties is still kept up, and the minority of the male population which
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enjoy the franchise still decide when the one shall be superseded by the other; but the
leaders of both parties work under the same cover and keep at a distance all who might be
inclined to restrict their power or the profits they derive. Offices are given only by the
governing caste: the leader of the victorious party must be Prime Minister, and all other
ministers are elected not, as one might presume, by the party, but by the secret committee;
king and people have no say whatever in the matter. Discipline is severely maintained in the
parties by the Whips; woe to any member who should dare to express his own opinion. The
House of Commons has, it is true, assumed a slightly more democratic appearance in conse-
quence of the extension of the franchise, which was first carried out by Disraeli and then by
Gladstone; but the system has remained unaltered; aristocracy is yielding to plutocracy.
What the House has lost in gentility it has gained in power. The restriction of the freedom of
speech, particularly by the introduction of the so-called “guillotine,” which permits every
debate to be broken off at a certain time and a vote to be taken at once, has transformed this
pretended freest of all parliaments into a kind of machine, by means of which a small group of
politicians rule and govern for seven years according to their own sweet will. The tyranny of
this clique, which ... are not even afraid of indulging in shady financial transactions, was
rendered complete when, two years ago, a decisive influence on the legislation was with-
drawn from the Upper House. The veto right of the crown has long ago fallen into abeyance.
And thus England is governed by a “convent,” or rather a “conventicle.” And that is called
freedom!

... Not only is English industry and manufacture, the whole spirit of public life, blighted by
this hatred of culture, but it also destroys the possibility of liberty. Liberty, we know since
Kant, is an idea; no man is born free;®® liberty must be acquired by each individual. Its accesso-
ries are an education and strengthening of the mind, a methodical uplifting above all with
which it was originally endowed, until that liberation is attained which alone deserves the
name of liberty. External liberty, if not preceded by internal liberty, is but license. The English
understand by liberty the right to walk on the grass without being stopped by a policeman;
that they are not restricted by military duties from setting out into the world in search of
adventures; that they may leave school at an early age to act as clerk in a solicitor’s office, and
thus, without the troublesome compulsion of studying law, in a few years become a solicitor,
etc., etc. On the other hand, the German may not walk on the grass; he may not arrange his
life as it pleases him best; but he is obliged to sacrifice valuable years of youth and, later on,
many holiday weeks to his Fatherland, and his life when the necessity arises. None of the
higher professions are open to him unless he has acquired extensive general and specific
knowledge. Is he, on this account less free than the Englishman? Does not the irresistible
superiority of the German soldier lie in his moral qualities particularly? And what does this
mean but that he acts of his own free will. He alone wishes what he is ordered to do, wishes it
with his whole heart; the English, the French, the Russian soldier is ordered to do a thing
which has no relation to his personal will; in the best of cases he only obeys a desire of
destruction which, not natural to him, has been roused by a system of lies. And is it not their
education that raises the German middle class above all other nations? This education is

24  Benjamin Disraeli (1804-81) and W. E. Gladstone (1809-98) were the most prominent British prime
ministers of the last third of the nineteenth century.

25 The German philosopher Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) defined freedom as voluntary submission to
moral law.
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enforced upon them by the nation with relentless severity, and thanks to it the individual
becomes a person capable of free judgement. Even the numerous trifling annoyances, what
may be done and what may not be done, which, at first, are very irksome to us foreigners in
Germany, are they not at bottom the result of general good order from which all profit?
They may be exaggerated, but are, on the whole a good school of discipline and consider-
ation of others. Martin Luther teaches: “The flesh should have no liberty;” on the contrary,
every man should be “servant of all.” And then he continues: “But in the spirit and in our
conscience we are most free from all servitude; there we believe no man, there we trust no
man, put confidence in no man, fear no man but solely Jesus Christ.” | do not know if the
present-day Englishmen consider Martin Luther a free man; the great majority, even among
the educated, know, | am afraid as little about him as their king does about Goethe, probably
no more than the name. And were | now to let Frederick the Great speak: “Without liberty
there is no happiness,” they would certainly object that he was a tyrant. We, on the other
hand, experience how liberty is obtained. Liberty is no abstract quality, that hovers in the air,
and for which one needs only to stretch out one’s hand; that is mock liberty that is thus
caught, a deceptive illusion that falling from the horn of Pandora vanishes into thin air.

German Freedom — real freedom — was conceived and created by Martin Luther, Fred-
erick, Kant, Goethe, Wilhelm von Humboldt, Bismarck, and thousands of others, who each,
according to his strength, trod in the steps of these great creators of freedom. An un-
German liberty is no liberty ...

Germany has attained this precious possession in the course of struggles — physical and
mental — throughout centuries. This German freedom is an absolutely original product.
Humanity has, up to the present, known nothing which resembles it. It stands incomparably
higher than Hellenic liberty; besides, it is much more firmly founded than that ephemeral
product which could resist neither the external enemy nor internal decay. Characteristic of
German liberty is the conscious assertion of the whole. All individual parts of the empire
preserve their independence and submit to be subjected to the whole. Thus, too, every man
submits from infancy for the good of the whole. That is the first step to liberty.

This freedom, and only this, can hope for duration. For the first time in the history of the
world, freedom, as an inclusive and continuous property, becomes possible. Let this, above
all, be borne in mind. “Freedom is not license but truthfulness,” says Richard Wagner. But
how can a whole commonweal, a whole nation in its political structure and character be no
longer arbitrary but truthful? The sublime spectacle which Germany in the war of 1914
offers, teaches us. Let that be compared with the trivial nonsense we hear from kings, minis-
ters, orators, and poets. It is unnecessary to speak of the liberty Russia has to dispense; what
liberty poor betrayed and ruined France can promise, the country of political corruption, of
hollow words, needs as little explanation. England understands by liberty only the right of the
mighty, and this right only for herself. Not a single spark of intellectual life has ever sprung
from its immense colonial empire. The inhabitants are all only cattle-owners, slave-owners,
merchandise accumulators, mine exploiters, and everywhere there reigns the absolute
license of brutality which develops everywhere where it is not opposed by intellectual
culture: that brutality which Rudyard Kipling, England’s most popular poet, has the effrontery
to claim as the highest power and greatest glory of England.

The continuance and development of freedom on earth depends on the victory of the
German arms and on Germany’s remaining true to itself after victory. And just as freedom in
Germany, though at first only the dream and hope of a few God-favored men — and which
even today can only be completely and consciously conceived by those who are favored by
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nature and circumstances — nevertheless gradually permeates the whole people, as we now
experience it in this war, when millions immediately rush to arms, who could not have been
called upon, therefore by their own free will. In this same manner German freedom will
spread over all the world as far as the German language sounds. True freedom will form a
better glue than jingoism. And the German language — the holy warden of these mysteries —
no longer despised and soon forgotten by her own children in far-off lands, but everywhere
fostered and developed, will found a universal Germanicism, and by degrees educate other
nations, insofar as nature has granted them the capacity, to understand liberty and thus enter
into its possession.
God grant this victory.

Source: The Ravings of a Renegade: Being the War Essays of Houston Stewart Chamberlain,
trsl. by Charles H. Clarke (London: Jarrold and Sons, 1915), pp. 47-52, 56-63

The ideas of 1914 vs. the ideas of 1789

In the so-called “ideas of 1914” — national unity, organic hierarchy, order, duty, disci-
pline, and subordination of individual welfare to the welfare of the nation as a whole —
mainstream nationalism and the Vélkisch extremism of such groups as the Pan-
Germans merged. The phrase was coined in a speech by that title by the prominent
theologian Ernst Troeltsch (1863-1923). The following selection is taken from his
wartime essay on the uniqueness of German philosophical, aesthetic, and political
culture. Troeltsch was a political moderate who would later support the Weimar
Republic, and he in no way contributed to National Socialism. But his essay helps us to
understand the wartime culture in which National Socialism had its roots. Troeltsch
strongly supported the German war effort and genuinely believed that culture itself
was at stake in the ideological conflict with the materialistic West. Nationalists after
the war idealized the patriotic fervor and ideological unity of the early war years and
sought to recapture it in a new popular authoritarian regime.

Stung by the Western declaration that this was a war for democracy, Troeltsch made
a virtue out of Western accusations of German authoritarianism and militarism.
Troeltsch’s essay provides a good example of the deeply conservative, anti-political,
anti-liberal, anti-democratic, and anti-progressive spirit of German political culture,
reinforced and intensified by the ideological radicalization of war. He defended the
leadership principle and the notion of the army as “the school of the nation.” Typical,
too, of German ideology is his definition of freedom not as liberal freedom from the
state, but as national freedom of the state.

1.13 Ernst Troeltsch, ‘“The Spirit of German Culture,” 1916

... We Germans are first of all a monarchical peoples. To this we are driven not just by the
ancient inherited masculine conviction of loyalty and trust, which today refers above all to
the Kaiser as the bearer and symbol of German unity, but even more by the necessities of
state. Only under monarchical leadership could and can the work of unification and develop-
ment of a nation coming together under the most serious dangers be carried out. This was
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always the case and still is so today. All European powers became unitary states through
monarchy. The exceptions of the United States and Australia prove nothing, as their devel-
opment took place without neighboring states. The French Republic is just a mutation into
republican forms of what the Bourbon and Napoleonic monarchies created, and France has
often enough experienced friction between democracy and a military demanding monar-
chical leadership. A unified military force requires a unified, autonomous, and stable leader-
ship, and only monarchy can guarantee this, no matter how much it may rely on the will of the
people and the free consensus of national comrades. Furthermore: unified Germany includes
the greatest social disparities, from the old Prussian landed aristocracy all the way to indus-
trial workers and peasants; it is in transition from an agrarian to an industrial state and there-
fore particularly needs a leadership standing above all social conflicts —a leadership that seeks
nothing for itself, but only to do justice to the interests of all as best as it is able. No parlia-
mentary majority can achieve this. As great as the advantages of a parliamentary government
may be for the identification and training of political talent and for the political maturity of a
peoples, it is of dubious value for the unity of the military and political leadership in a young
state. That is why the desire for a parliamentary government is not great in Germany, quite
apart from the legal and historical difficulties of such a government in a federated state. No
plutocracy, no committee of intellectuals, and no syndicate of labor unions could achieve
what is necessary for us. Only the monarchy can achieve this, and that is why we are
monarchically-minded — whether out of emotion or through understanding ...

Closely related to this is the military character of the German state and people. This is
rooted in the ancient Germanic, warlike character, which no aestheticism, no Puritanism, and
no commercial philosophy has broken, and which is natural to our peasants. Even more it is
rooted in our geographical and political situation, which gives us security against our neigh-
bors only through overwhelming strength. For just this reason the last century has witnessed
the extension of this military character in a thorough way. It differentiates Germanness from
other Germanic peoples and with its essentially Prussian character it is also distinct from all
older Germanness. It has united the sense of honor and the corporate spirit of the
Frederician officer with the spirit of Scharnhorst’s people’s army; it has blended the ruling
and organizational capability of Prussia with the ethical idealism of German education
(Bildung) to such a degree that the one has grown into the other, and precisely from this
union the extraordinary capability of the German career officer and of the German people’s
army results.” Like the monarchy, national unity is in the last analysis also based on the army.
In the organism of the army all the ideal forces of education, science, and technology are
absorbed, and this military organization in turn provides the model and the strength for the
quite extraordinary organization of the German people, in which the initiative of the indi-
vidual and the discipline of the whole are successfully united ...

That leads us to the last, most important, and most controversial matter: the German idea
of freedom. In it the metaphysical and religious spirit meets the political needs of the young
empire in a singular and, to be sure, sometimes contradictory way. In it, too, there is some-
thing of the special German spirit and of special German history. It is therefore, as all polemi-
cists rightly feel and many accurately recognize, different from the French—Romanist and also
the Anglo-Saxon ideas.

26  General Gerhard von Scharnhorst (1755-1813) introduced universal military service into the Prussian
army after its defeat by Napoleon.
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The French idea of freedom is based on the concepts of equality of all citizens in their contri-
bution to the construction of the will of the whole. Theoretical constitutional constructions,
which secure this egalité and liberté and occasionally set the imagination and passion of the
people in motion, are the main thing, which does not in practice exclude the rule of plutocrats
and lawyers. It is best in this context not even to speak of fraternité; it is still, according to the
well-known words of Count Chamfort, “un peu la fraternité de Cain et Abel.””” The English idea
of freedom on the other hand, a mixture of Puritan and old Saxon-corporate ideas, is essen-
tially the independence of the individual from the state; it is self-control, self-rule. It watches
over state power through popular opinion; constitutional theory is less important, and it repre-
sents the independence of religion, convictions, and culture from the coercion of the state.
Above all it puts into effect the dominance of the English citizen, which, as is recognized all over
the world, imposes on the lower races the way of life suitable to them and reserves for himself
his own way of life. The Englishman acts from his own insight into what is useful, on the basic
principle of personal inviolability. That this freedom accords with the well-being of the state is a
tenet of faith to him, which he substantiates puritanically by appeal to providence or rationally
to evolution, but in any case considers self-evident ...

Our freedom will always be different from that of the Western nations. From olden times we
have inherited a different idea of the relationship of the whole to the individual, and we see in
human rights above all the duties. Free self-integration and at the same time dedication in subor-
dinate and automatic activity: that is the core of our idea of freedom. Parliaments are necessary
but not, in our eyes, the essence of freedom. The right to vote and popular participation in
governments raise people to political maturity; but this is not the freedom that we mean either.
German freedom will never be purely political, it will always be bound up with the idealist
concept of duty and the Romantic concept of the personality. Even as a political concept it will
always bear the sign of its essentially spiritual and cultural origin, just as the English concept bears
the sign of the puritanical and the French of the revolutionary. And above all we do not want this
freedom to be prescribed for us by the West-European and American doctrine, which doesn’t
even shrink from the nonsense of wanting to liberate us from our “oppression” in this war. Here
our own future tasks lie. In a victorious Germany the freedom of the nation will reach fruition,
and this freedom will be German, not French and not English and most certainly not Russian.

If from this height one once again imagines all the features we have discussed as fused in the
unity of life, we will have accurately drawn the spirit of German culture and its contrast to the
cultures of our opponents. After all, our opponents for their part do not portray us very differ-
ently, only with reversed and unfriendly valuation. It would be childish to want to decide
between these opposites with a simple dogmatic ruling. The great national cultures all have
their advantages and liabilities, and the earth has room for all. In this connection let me just
point to one result of the German idea of freedom. It doesn’t, like the French, have the ratio-
nalist compulsion to impose itself on all people as the only scientifically possible idea; nor does
it, like the English, have the supposedly moral compulsion to tie all civilization to the rule of
English institutions. It has no urge to world dominance, neither materially, nor spiritually. It
means the freedom of individual peoples living next to each other, who must not destroy their
respective developmental possibilities, or stereotype them in the name of some law, whatever
kind it may be. In this sense we believe that we are the ones who are fighting for the true and
genuine progress of mankind, which violates no one and gives everyone freedom ...

27  Sebastién Chamfort (c. 1741-94) was a writer who was killed in the French Revolution.
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So we fight first of all for life and the future. But our political life as a great power does at
the same time also signify an idea that fills us with inexhaustible confidence: the world prin-
ciple of the freedom of the different national spirits and the development of our fatherland to
the full measure of its cultural powers.

Source: Ernst Troeltsch, “Der Geist der deutschen Kultur,” in Deutschland und der
Weltkrieg, ed. by Otto Hintze et. al. (Leipzig: B. G. Teubner, 1916), pp. 74-7, 95-9.
Translated by Rod Stackelberg

Mobilizing the Nationalist Right

As it became increasingly clear that the German High Command under Generals Paul
von Hindenburg (1847-1934) and Erich Ludendorff (1865-1937) remained committed
to an annexationist peace despite the military stalemate in the west, left-wing and liberal
dissent against government policy reemerged. The High Command’s decision to drop all
restrictions on submarine warfare drew the US into the war in April 1917. A month
earlier revolution in Russia had overthrown the czar and brought to power a liberal
government (which would in turn be overthrown by the communist revolution in
November 1917). The combination of war weariness, government intransigence, and the
example of the Russian Revolution led to increasing demands for a compromise peace in
Germany. The radical left under Karl Liebknecht (1871-1919) and Rosa Luxemburg
(1870-1919), founders of the German Communist Party (KPD) at the end of the war,
called for social revolution and were imprisoned until October 1918. In July 1917 the
SPD, liberals, and the Catholic Center Party combined to pass a resolution in the
Reichstag calling on the government to negotiate a compromise peace.

The response of the government, now fully controlled by the High Command, was
to replace Bethmann-Hollweg by a more amenable chancellor, further reduce the
power of the Reichstag, and organize a nationalist party to support an annexationist
peace. The Fatherland Party was founded in September 1917 under the leadership of
Grand Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz (1849-1932) and the monarchist Wolfgang Kapp
(1858-1922), both of whom would actively oppose the Republic after the war. The
purpose of this new Volkisch party was to provide a popular base for the government’s
annexationist policies, demonstrated again in the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk, which was
imposed by the High Command on the newly-established Soviet Russian regime in
March 1918. The growing opposition of the left and the mobilization of the right
ended the tenuous Burgfrieden (“peace in the castle”) of the early war years and led to
the reemergence of political polarization at the end of the war. The nationalist right
accused the dissident left of undermining the war effort and preparing German
surrender. The Fatherland Party’s hopes of creating a nationalist movement above the
partisan fray presaged similar ambitions by the Nazis after the war.
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.14 Founding Proclamation of the German Fatherland Party, 2 September
1917

Broad sectors of the German nation do not agree with the position of the current Reichstag
majority on the most vital issues facing the fatherland. They see the attempt to provoke quar-
rels over constitutional questions and to focus public attention on them just now, when the
fate of the Empire is at stake, as a threat to the fatherland and as providing aid to our enemies,
even if unintended. They believe that the Reichstag, which was elected before the war, no
longer represents the will of the German people.

Who doesn’t yearn for peace with all his heart! But weak-kneed peace rallies only delay
peace. Our enemies, intent on the destruction of Germany, see these rallies merely as the
collapse of German strength. And this at a time when, according to the testimony of our
Hindenburg, we are in a better military position than ever before. If we assure the enemy that
he can have an honorable compromise peace at any time, he has everything to gain and
nothing to lose by continuing the war.

After the developments of the past our government is in a dilemma. Without the strong
support of the people the government alone cannot master the situation. For a strong impe-
rial policy the government needs a strong instrument. Such an instrument must be a large
Peoples’ Party supported by broad-based patriotic groups.

Partisan efforts to achieve political power must not fragment the German Empire at this
time; an unshakable will, intent only on the victory of the fatherland must unite it! With
grateful reverence for our unforgettable beloved first Kaiser and his Iron Chancellor, who
united the German peoples, and mindful of the titanic fight against the destructive partisan
spirit that Otto von Bismarck condemned in blazing words before God and history, we East
Prussian men signing below have founded the German Fatherland Party. Faithful to the tradi-
tions of our forefathers, we establish this party in order to protect and shield the German
fatherland from the original evil of divisiveness and partisanship in this the greatest and
gravest hour of German history.

The German Fatherland Party aims to unite all patriotic forces without regard to their
partisan political positions. The Party consists of patriotically-minded individuals and associa-
tions. It intends to be a buttress and support for a powerful Imperial Government which
knows how to read the signs of the time not in weak-willed surrender to internal and
external forces, but in German steadfastness and indestructible faith in victory! ...

We do not want any internal dissension! In our internal disputes we Germans too easily
forget the war. The enemy does not forget it for a moment! Those Germans united in the
German Fatherland Party pledge to work with all our might to make sure that internal
discord ceases until the conclusion of peace. However the individual citizen may feel about
domestic policy disputes, all policy decisions are to be reserved for the period following the
war. Then our brave men will be home from the battlefield and can participate in the internal
improvement of the Empire. Now victory is the only thing that matters!

Source: Deutscher Geschichtskalender, ed. by Friedrich Purlitz. )g. 33, Vol. 2,1. (Leipzig:
Meiner, 1917), pp. 514 ff.
Translated by Sally Winkle



2
The Weimar Republic, 1919-33

In August 1918 the High Command abruptly informed civilian members of the govern-
ment that the war was lost and instructed them to sue for peace. In order to obtain
more favorable terms the High Command authorized the reorganization of the govern-
ment into a parliamentary regime. Although General Ludendorff later regretted this
move, the momentum to end the war and introduce democratic reforms could no
longer be stopped. In early November strikes and revolts broke out all over the country
(Doc. 2.1). Kaiser Wilhelm II was persuaded to abdicate on November 9. The last
wartime chancellor, Prince Max von Baden, turned the reins of government over to the
Social Democratic Party (SPD) (Doc. 2.2). On 11 November 1918 the armistice ending
the First World War was signed, stipulating the demobilization of the German army and
its withdrawal from occupied areas in France and Belgium.

All over Germany, however, nationalist, vélkisch, and radical right-wing groups
formed to resist the new Republic and suppress revolutionary or democratic change.
Anti-Semitism, muted for the sake of unity during the war, emerged with a vengeance,
as nationalists blamed defeat and revolution on the alleged pacifism and sedition of
Jews and “Marxists.” The spectre of communism, established in Russia in 1918, provoked
a violent counter-movement on the right that was as yet disorganized and disunited.
Refugees from the Russian Revolution and the civil war that raged between “Whites”
and “Reds” from 1918 to 1921 helped to shape the Nazi world view. The typically radical
right-wing linkage of Jews with communism, already presaged in the notorious forgery
of the tsarist secret police in 1912, “The Protocols of the Elders of Zion,” reemerged in
force in right-wing propaganda following the First World War (Doc. 2.3).

The punitive terms of the Versailles Treaty (Doc. 2.4), forcing Germans to accept full
responsibility for the war, rallied popular support to the right, which hoped to reverse the
results of the treaty at the earliest opportunity. Nationalists regarded the democratic
constitution adopted at Weimar in the same month (Doc. 2.5) as a major obstacle to their
hopes of restoring a strong authoritarian Reich. Opposition to Versailles and the Weimar
Republic drew disgruntled nationalists to the many new wvélkisch organizations, one of
which was the National Socialist German Workers’ Party (NSDAP) in Munich. In
February 1920, under Hitler’s leadership, it announced its militantly nationalistic, anti-
democratic, and anti-Semitic “25-point program” (Doc. 2.6).

The first serious attempt of the nationalist right to overthrow the government by force
occurred in the Kapp Putsch of March 1920 (Doc. 2.7). The putsch was supported by the
so-called Free Corps, volunteer units made up of soldiers discharged from the regular
army under the terms of the armistice and the Treaty of Versailles. These units had been
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employed by the SPD-dominated government to suppress the uprisings sponsored by the
newly formed German Communist Party (KPD). Now the Free Corps turned on the
government itself. The Kapp Putsch received at least the tacit support of the regular
army, the Reichswehr, whose leaders were unsympathetic to the “pacifist,” “democratic,”
and allegedly “socialist” Republic. The putsch attempt nonetheless failed after several
days because workers and civil servants heeded the government’s call for a general strike.

Thus from the start the Weimar Republic was a highly polarized society (Doc. 2.8). A
stream of publications poured forth from the presses of the nationalist right, calling for
the regeneration of the demoralized German Volk through eugenics, racial purifica-
tion, and the restoration of a powerful “Third Reich,” cleansed of the politically disrup-
tive elements of the left who had supposedly stabbed the German army in the back in
the First World War (Docs. 2.9 and 2.10). The French occupation of the industrial
heartland of the Ruhr Valley to enforce German reparations payments in 1923 set the
stage for hyperinflation (Doc. 2.11) and a renewed right-wing attempt to seize power.
This was Hitler’s notorious “Beer Hall Putsch” of November 1923, which received the
support of prominent former monarchists (Doc. 2.12), including General Ludendorff,
who was slated to head the army in the new regime the putschists wished to establish.
Although the putsch failed, as Reichswehr leaders remained loyal to a Weimar govern-
ment that showed no reluctance to crack down on the radical left, Hitler’s “idealistic”
motives persuaded the nationalist judges at his trial for high treason in Munich to
impose the minimum sentence permitted by law (Doc. 2.13).

Some Nazis under the leadership of Gregor Strasser sought to expand on the “25-
Point Program” of 1920 by spelling out the party’s social and economic goals in more
detail (Doc. 2.14). Their plans for a corporatist state, however, were thwarted by Hitler,
who countermanded all efforts to change the party program, in order to retain his own
freedom of action as Fithrer. As he made clear in his autobiographical manifesto Mein
Kampf (Doc. 2.15), Hitler’s goal was not social reform, but rather the creation of a
racially and ideologically homogeneous dictatorship that would lead the German
nation to world power and the conquest of Lebensraum in the east. Hitler’s movement
remained marginal, however, during the most prosperous phase of the Weimar
Republic from 1925 to 1929.

The Great Depression that followed the stock market crash on Wall Street in
October 1929 undermined the tenuous stability of the Weimar regime and created the
opportunity for the enemies of the Republic to destroy the parliamentary form of
government. One reason for the weakness of the Republic was the bitter rift between
Communists and Social Democrats on the left, which prevented the possiblity of a
united front against the radical right (Doc. 2.16). The terrible deprivations of the Great
Depression (Doc. 2.17) polarized the nation and attracted growing numbers to the
extremes of the political spectrum. In the Reichstag election of 1930 (see Table 2.1) the
Communists gained votes at the expense of the SPD, but on the right the NSDAP made
even more spectacular gains, winning 95 more seats than in the 1928 election.

After the 1930 elections the parliamentary process became virtually defunct as Chan-
cellor Heinrich Briining and his successors governed by decree under the emergency
powers granted to the president, the monarchist Paul von Hindenburg, by Article 48 of
the Weimar constitution. To conservatives hoping to replace the Weimar constitution
with an authoritarian regime the Nazis now became an attractive partner because of
their mass appeal (Doc. 2.18). Hitler did his best to allay lingering conservative fears
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that the Nazis would carry out a social revolution if and when they came to power (Doc.
2.19).

Impressed by the Nazis’ continuing electoral strength, which reached a peak of over
37 percent of the vote in July 1932, Briining’s successor Franz von Papen did his best to
persuade the Nazis to join his government and thereby gain the mass support that he
lacked. Papen’s overthrow of the elected SPD-led state government in Prussia in July
1932, under the pretext that the Prussian government was unable to control the street
battles between Communists and Nazis, struck a lethal blow to defenders of the
Republic (Doc. 2.20). Papen openly sought to create an authoritarian system (Doc. 2.
21), but remained reluctant to turn over full power to Hitler, who in turn refused to
accept a subordinate role in a conservative government.

Although some prominent conservatives, such as future Economics Minister Hjalmar
Schacht, continued to express support for Hitler (Doc. 2.22), Hitler’'s movement might
well have been checked if Hindenburg, Papen, and their conservative advisers had
remained firm in their resolve not to turn over full power to Hitler. Hitler’s “all-or-
nothing” strategy, criticized by Strasser and others in the party, seemed to backfire in
the Reichstag election of November 1932, when the Nazis lost over two million votes.
Strasser feared that the Nazis had reached the limits of their popular vote and that the
party would lose its following if it refused to enter a coalition government. Head of the
Reichswehr General Kurt von Schleicher, who replaced Papen as chancellor in December
1932, hoped to persuade Strasser to enter his government as vice-chancellor, but Hitler
adamantly opposed any compromise, and in a bitter show-down with Strasser the
Fihrer prevailed. Future Propaganda Minister Joseph Goebbels recorded the conflict
and the sense of crisis in the party in his diary (Doc. 2. 23). Would the Nazis ever gain
power under Hitler’s uncompromising strategy? The Nazis were rescued from their
impasse, however, by conservatives who feared that the potential dissolution of the
NSDAP would lead to further Communist gains and/or the restoration of the detested
parliamentary system. In January 1933 Papen conspired with Hitler to form a “Govern-
ment of National Concentration” with Hitler as chancellor of a conservative-dominated
cabinet. Assured by Papen that conservatives would be able to control the Nazis,
Hindenburg accepted a Hitler government. With the indispensable help of conserva-
tives, Hitler had achieved his goal of gaining power by legal means.

The 1918=19 Revolution

With the war winding down and Allied armies now firmly in command on the Western
front, revolutionary upheavals spread to various areas of Germany. In Kiel, the main
German naval port, revolutionary sailors took power several days before the armistice
was signed on 11 November 1918. The immediate cause for their mutiny was the
suicidal order from the Naval High Command to put to sea for a final attack on the far
superior British navy. The following proclamation by the revolutionaries captures their
overly optimistic hopes that the end of the war would lead to a full-scale reform of Impe-
rial German society. Although the revolution in Kiel was soon suppressed, it and similar
temporarily successful uprisings across Germany enabled right-wingers to assert that
the German armed forces had been stabbed in the back by socialists and democrats.
Veterans returning from the front would be organized into so-called “Free Corps” to
continue the war at home against the “enemy on the left.”
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2.1 Proclamation of the Workers’ and Soldiers’ Council in Kiel,
7 November 1918

Political power lies in our hands.

A provisional provincial government will be formed, which will construct a new order in
cooperation with the existing authorities.

Our goal is a free, social people’s republic. Where workers’ and soldiers’ councils do
not yet exist, we call on the population of the city and the countryside to follow our
example and close ranks behind the new people’s government and support its work for the
public welfare.

Our main task at first will be to secure peace and to heal the damages of war.

Issues that go beyond the limits of provincial administration remain of course, as before,
subject to state and national legislation. We are willing to work in traditional ways with the
entire civil service insofar as it subordinates itself to the new course.

We are determined to meet any resistance with all public powers available to us.

Citizens of Schleswig-Holstein! An old democratic dream of freedom and unity, for which
many of our best members fought and suffered, will now become reality in new and superior
ways.

Kiel, the 7th November 1918
The Workers’ and Soldiers’ Council

Source: Zur Geschichte der Kieler Arbeiterbewegung (Kiel: Gesellschaft fiir Kieler
Stadtgeschichte, 1983). Translated by Rod Stackelberg

The SPD takes power, 1918

On 9 November 1918, the day of the Kaiser’s abdication and the proclamation of the
republic, the last chancellor of the Imperial Government, Prince Max von Baden
(1827-1929), simply handed over the reins of government to the leader of the majority
Social Democratic Party (SPD), Friedrich Ebert (1871-1925). Ebert persuaded the
leader of the more radical Independent Social Democrats (USPD), Hugo Haase
(1863-1919), to join him in forming a provisional government with equal representa-
tion from the two parties of the left. The USPD, most of whose members would ulti-
mately join the German Communist Party (KPD) after its formation in 1919, had split
off from the “majority Social Democrats” in 1917 on the issue of ending the war. Their
post-war cooperation did not last long. In early 1919 the USPD members pulled out of
the provisional government, because Ebert and the “majority Social Democrats” seemed
determined to suppress the revolutionary uprisings that had broken out all over
Germany and seemed reluctant to follow up on promises of extensive reforms. The
following statement, issued by the newly-formed provisional government, reflects the
optimism and reformist ardor with which a seemingly united left proclaimed the new
republic. Only six weeks later, however, the rifts between moderates and radicals had
become virtually unbridgeable. This rift was to haunt the Weimar Republic and weaken
its defenders in their struggle against the radical right.
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2.2 Proclamation of the Council of People’s Representatives
to the German People, 12 November 1918

To the German People!

The government that has emerged from the revolution, whose political leadership is
purely socialist, sets itself the task of realizing the socialist program. It now announces the
following with the force of law:

| The state of siege is rescinded.
2 The rights of association and demonstration is subject to no restrictions, not even for
civil servants and public employees.

3 There will be no censorship. Censorship of the theatre is abolished.

4  There will be freedom of opinion in speech and publication.

5 Freedom of religion is guaranteed. No one may be forced to participate in any religious
activity.

6  Amnesty is granted for all political crimes. Cases resulting from any such crimes will be
dismissed.

7 The law of national service is rescinded with the exception of provisions relating to the
conciliation of conflicts.

8 Therules governing relations between servants and masters are rescinded, as well as the
special laws affecting rural laborers.

9  The worker protection laws that were rescinded at the start of the war are hereby rein-
stated.

Further social and political decrees will be issued in the near future. At the latest on |
January 1919 the eight-hour maximum work day will come into effect. The government will
do what it can to insure sufficient job opportunities. A decree for compensation for the
unemployed has been prepared. The burdens will be distributed to the national, state, and
communal governments.

In the area of health insurance compulsory insurance will be extended beyond the present
limit of 2,500 marks.

The housing shortage will be combatted by the provision of new housing.

The government will work towards the provision of a sufficient food supply.

The government will maintain orderly production and will defend property against the
intervention of private individuals as well as protecting individual freedom and security.

All elections to public bodies are from now on to be held by equal, secret, direct, and
universal vote on the basis of proportional representation of all men and women at least 20
years of age.

This voting system will also apply to the constitutional assembly, about which further
directives will soon be issued.

Berlin, 12 November 1918
Ebert; Haase; Scheidemann;
Landsberg; Dittmann; Barth

Source: Reichsgesetzblatt 1918, p. 130. Translated by Rod Stackelberg
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Anti-Semitism and anti-communism

The following selection by Alfred Rosenberg (1893-1946), editor of the Nazi Party
newspaper Vélkischer Beobachter from 1921, head of all “Intellectual and Ideological
Education” of the Party from 1934, and Minister for the conquered territories in the
Soviet Union from 1941, was published in the journal Auf Gut Deutsch (In Good
German), in February 1919. The founder and editor of this right-wing, anti-Semitic
journal was Dietrich Eckart (1868-1923), to whom Hitler would later dedicate the
second volume of Mein Kampf. At the time of this article Germany was still in revolu-
tionary turmoil and the Russian civil war was still raging, precipitated by Allied-
supported attempts to overthrow the newly established Communist government. Rosenberg
was a Baltic German who experienced the Russian Revolution at first hand before
escaping to Germany. Disgruntled Russian and Baltic German emigrés, who had been
loyal to the Russian Empire in the First World War but lost their property and their live-
lihood in the revolution, had considerable influence in the Nazi Party and helped to
shape Hitler’s world view. Rosenberg helped to convince Hitler that the Communist
revolution was part of a Jewish plot to gain world power. Note that in the minds of anti-
Semites like Rosenberg and Hitler Jewish capitalists and Jewish communists were
working toward the same goal. The notion of “Jewish Bolshevism” remained a staple in
Nazi propaganda; the alleged danger it posed to Western Civilization would later be
used to justify war against the Soviet Union.

2.3 Alfred Rosenberg, “The Russian-Jewish Revolution,” February 1919

“Does it not occur to you that the Jews, even without your help, are citizens of a state
mightier and more powerful than any of yours, and that if you give them in addition citizen-
ship in your own states, they will trample your other citizens under foot?” With this warning,
based on deep historic insight, [Johann Gottlieb] Fichte addressed the German nation a
hundred years ago. His words were in vain: ignoring the potential force possessed by a
homogeneous race, bemused by the slogans of human equality, all parliaments adopted the
dogma of infinite toleration. Tolerance toward the alien, the hostile and the aggressive was
seen as a highly humanitarian achievement, but was, as the history of the nineteenth and
especially of our present century shows, merely an ever greater abandoning of ourselves.

The gullible European has only too credulously listened to these temptations, sung to the
lyrics of the sirens’ song — freedom, justice, brotherhood. The fruits of this subversion are
apparent today. They are so nakedly apparent that even the most unbiased person, a person
who has no idea of the necessary historical relationships, must become aware that he has
placed his confidence in crafty and glib leaders, who intended, not his good, but the destruc-
tion of all laboriously acquired civilization, all culture. The proof, grown to a bloody reality, can be
found in the Russian Revolution, which has been passed over in silence by the liberal or
Jewish papers, in striking contrast to their other doings. And during the war the newspapers
of the right suppressed the clear facts of the matter, in order to protect their “inner front.”
This resoluteness came too late; in Germany too the Jews had become the leading enemies
of the Germanic ideal.

Let us turn to the facts of the Russian revolution.
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There can be no doubt that the entire Russian people longed for the end of tsarist rule.
Anyone who has witnessed this form of government must acknowledge that it discouraged
by every means any kind of independent activity — economic, communal, or intellectual, that
the rule of a rotten civil service was a repressive one. Thus all of Russia felt as if relieved from
a nightmare when the news of the fall of the tsar spread from the Baltic to the Pacific. The
suppressed self-confidence of the citizen reappeared everywhere with a vigor which one
would never have believed possible, and the leaders had every reason to look ahead optimis-
tically and to hope to be able peacefully to solve their new problems.

But soon centrifugal forces set in in the form of the soldiers’ soviets!!

The soldiers, who during March of 1917 had all promised to continue the war in Russia’s
defense until victory, came under the influence of manipulative agitators who aimed at aggra-
vating discord and loosening discipline. The soldiers’ soviets and the workers were first led
by a couple of Georgians, Chkheidze and Tseretelli, who thought the time had come to apply
socialism to politics, although they set aside economic and social demands. But very soon
they were pushed aside, pushed aside by Jews, who flocked from all corners of Russia and
from abroad. By energetic agitation, aimed at the egotism of each individual, they soon
managed to be popular with the mob.

Taking note of the strong and widespread mood, they at first pretended to be moderates;
thus the party spokesmen and representatives [M.l.] Bernstein-Kogau, [Mark] Liber, [Fedor]
Dan, and [Abram] Gotz acted faithful to the state, but secretly hindered the government, in
the name of freedom, from taking steps against the rapidly growing Bolshevist movement.

The soul of this movement was the well-known [Lev] Bronstein, alias Trotsky, a Jew from
the Ekaterinoslav Province, and his blood brother [Grigorii] Apfelbaum, called Zinoviev. The
Jewish spirit, with all its energy, fastened on to these two, together with the Russo-Tatar
[V.1] Lenin. In the streets, in the barracks and military hospitals, in meetings and at the front,
it was the Jews who promised peace, freedom, and bread to everybody, demanded a general
fraternization with the Germans, in short, tried to disorganize the state with deliberate lies.

In July 1917, the Kronstadt sailors, led by the infamous [Simon] Roschal, a Jewish student
from the technical college of Riga, tried to overthrow the [Alexander] Kerensky administra-
tion. The revolt failed and the Bolshevist leaders, the Jews Bronstein (Trotsky), [Lev]
Rosenblum (pseud. Kamenev), [Alexandra] Kollontai and others, were taken prisoners. But
not for long. Thanks to the energy of Liber and Dan they were released by the weak
Kerensky. Dan and Liber, of course, justified their demand in the name of freedom. After all,
the Bolshevists had only fought for their ideals, and these convictions ought to be honored! Which
goes to show that it is good to have one’s brothers at work in many parties.

Now the agitation began in earnest. The soldiers were told that they were too tired to go
on with this war, that the slaughter had to end, and so forth. Their moral resistance had of
course been worn down by three years of war and so it is no wonder that they yielded to the
seductions of peace and threw away their arms when they were supposed to attack.
Kerensky (by the way no Jew) wavered between his socialist principles and the national will;
his hysterical speeches did not succeed in stemming the attrition, and in October 1917 a
soldiers’ congress appealed to all the armies, over the heads of their governments, to lay
down their arms.

The history of this congress is informative and typical. It was supposed to discuss all social
and political questions, but most of the Russian armies, in the face of the threatening military
situation, refused to engage in political disputes for the time being. This hindered the zealous
Bolshevists not at all: they gathered all their representatives together, the Jew [Nikolai]
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Abraham (Krylenko) took the chair and, incompetent and unauthorized, issued proclama-
tions and decrees in the name of the entire Russian army, in the name of the entire Russian
people. The attempt of Kerensky to suppress this impudence failed miserably: the Petersburg
garrison, demoralized by idleness and provided with money by a mysterious source (people
were sure it was German, since the Jew Fiirstenberg-Genezky had evidently transferred large
sums from Stockholm to the Petersburg Soldiers’ Soviet), sided with its patrons and over-
threw the last Russian government in the beginning of November 1917. It is also character-
istic that during the last sessions of the constituent assembly no Russian spoke against the
government, only Jews.

In this way the victory of the Bolshevists was decided, and now the Jews showed no
restraint. They removed their masks and established an almost purely Jewish “Russian”
government.

Lenin is the only non-Jew among the peoples’ commissars; he is, so to speak, the Russian
storefront of a Jewish business. Who were the others? The names to be given here will
completely reveal a rule of Jews which can no longer be denied.

Commissar for War and Foreign Affairs is the above-mentioned Bronstein (Trotsky), the
soul of the red terror; Commissar for Culture, Lunacharsky; Commissar for Education, Mrs.
Kollontai; Commissar for Trade, Bronsky; Commissar for Justice, Steinberg; Commissar for
Defense against Counterrevolution [the CHEKA], the monster Moses Uritzky. In his inter-
rogation prison in the notorious Gorokhovaya Nr. 2, thousands were incarcerated and
murdered without trial. Ensign Abraham (Krylenko) became commander in chief of all
armies; after he became involved in a too embarrassing scandal he was replaced by the Jew
Posern. President of the Petersburg Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviet is Apfelbaum (Zinoviev),
of the Moscow Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviet, Smidovitch. The peace delegates in Brest-
Litovsk were Bronstein (Trotsky), Joffe, and Karakhan, and were, except for the typists,
Jewish. The first political courier to London (he probably brought his blood brothers good
news!) was the Jew Mr. Holtzmann, and as representatives of the Soviet government in all
countries Jews sprang up like mushrooms after the rain. In Bern the name of the “Russian”
ambassador is Dr. Schlowsky (he and his entire staff were fired the other day); in Christiana,
Beitler; in Stockholm, Voronsky; Mr. Rosenblum (Kamenev) is delegated to Vienna, as is the
notorious Mr. Joffe to Berlin.

The negotiations on the agreements which were to supplement Brest-Litovsk were
directed “on the Russian side” by the above-mentioned Voronsky, to whom were attached
about twelve Jews and Jewesses and two or three Latvians.

In addition there are the great agitators of the Bolshevist newspapers, Messrs. Nakhamkes
(pseudonym Steklov), Lurie (Larin), Stlyansky, and Sobelsohn (Radek).

In the name of humanity they demanded freedom of speech and abolition of capital punish-
ment. But scarcely had they come to power when there began a censorship such as even the
darkest Tsardom had never known. Capital punishment was used in practice everywhere and
then also “legally” reintroduced. Under the banner of brotherhood and peace they had
attracted the naive masses; immediately they began inciting furious hatred against everything
“bourgeois” and soon introduced systematic massacre and civil war, if one can so describe this
one-sided slaughter. The entire Russian intelligentsia which had for decades toiled for the well-
being of the Russian people, to the point of the gallows or exile, were simply killed wherever
they could be found. Kokoshkin and Shingarev, lying critically ill in the hospital, were treacher-
ously murdered. The murderers, of course, remain unpunished. Not everything can be treated
here in detail; but whatever was known of honest Russiandom was mercilessly executed.
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Because it did not want to submit to the Bolshevists, the National Assembly, the hope for
many years of all Russian patriots, was abruptly dispersed by the Red Guard in the name of
freedom, and now the true Russian stands helplessly at the grave of his plundered fatherland.

The workers and soldiers have been driven so far that there is no going back for them any
more, they are the slavish creatures of a tough Jewry which has burned all its bridges. The
true core of the Red Army is absolutely reliable; the other enlisted men are kept under a
terrible discipline.

Enlistment happens in the following way: A commissar comes into a village and announces
the call to arms of all men from the age of twenty to about forty. If this announcement is not
absolutely obeyed, a so-called punitive expedition appears and shoots down the entire village
including women and children. Since this has been done mercilessly many times, the people
who are called up appear to the very last man. In such a way and by this alone, the Jewish
government holds on, for it knows well: the hatred, still weak, of the unarmed population
could become terrible if precautions are not taken daily. According to the figures given by
Pravda (“Truth”), the “official” paper, more than 13,000 “counterrevolutionaries” have been
shot to death in the last three months.

But one can observe, and all recent news confirms it, that the hatred against the Jews in
Russia is constantly spreading, despite all terror. The most tenderhearted and tolerant
Russians are now as full of this hatred as a tsarist bureaucrat used to be. If the present
government falls no Jew will remain alive in Russia; one can say with certainty that what is not
killed will be driven out. Where to? The Poles are already keeping them at bay, and so they
will all come into old Germany, where we love the Jews so much and keep the warmest seats
ready for them!

Source: Alfred Rosenberg, “The Russian-Jewish Revolution,” in Nazi Ideology before
1933: A Documentation, intr. and trsl. by Barbara Miller Lane and Leila ). Rupp
(Austin and London: University of Texas Press, 1978), pp. 12-16

The dictated peace, 1919

Virtually all Germans, whatever their politics, considered the Versailles Treaty a travesty
of justice. They felt betrayed by the Allied promise to negotiate a peace on the basis of
Woodrow Wilson’s “Fourteen Points,” which called among other things for open diplo-
macy, freedom of the seas, and national self-determination. Revulsion against Versailles
proved to be one of the major sources of popular support for the right, which was
committed to its reversal. The treaty became a major liability to defenders of the
Republic. Representatives of the first Weimar government were forced to sign the
treaty in June 1919 under the threat of Allied sanctions, including continuation of the
economic blockade. Germans opposed the loss of territory, the restrictions on their
military, and the economic reparations imposed on Germany. Their greatest contempt
was reserved for Article 231, the so-called “War Guilt Clause,” which pinned the blame
for the war squarely on the German government. The Versailles Treaty thus became a
major factor in the right-wing campaign to replace the Weimar Republic with a more
powerful and authoritarian form of government.

The treaty, which ran to hundreds of pages, included as its first part the covenant of
the League of Nations, based on a proposal by President Wilson. The United States
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Senate never ratified the treaty, however, thus weakening both the League and the
treaty, although the US, in a separate agreement with Germany, retained the “rights
and advantages stipulated in that Treaty for the benefit of the United States.” Relevant
extracts from the treaty are reprinted below. Note that one purpose of the military
provisions was to insure that the Reichswehr would not be used for the training of a
large reserve force. The trial of the former Kaiser called for in Article 227 was never
held, as the Netherlands refused the Allied extradition request. Nonetheless, the call
for penalties in Part VII contributed to the virtually unanimous rejection of the treaty
by the German public.

2.4 The Treaty of Versailles, 28 June 1919

PART lll: POLITICAL CLAUSES FOR EUROPE

SECTION Ill. LEFT BANK OF THE RHINE

Article 42: Germany is forbidden to maintain or construct any fortifications either on the
left bank of the Rhine or on the right bank to the west of a line drawn 50 kilometres to the
East of the Rhine.

SECTION 1V. SAAR BASIN

Article 45: As compensation for the destruction of the coal mines in the north of France and
as part payment towards the total reparation due from Germany for the damage resulting
from the war, Germany cedes to France in full and absolute possession, with exclusive rights
to exploitation, unencumbered and free from all debts and charges of any kind, the coal
mines situated in the Saar Basin.

SECTION VI. AUSTRIA

Article 80: Germany acknowledges and will respect strictly the independence of Austria
within the frontiers which may be fixed in a treaty between that State and the Principal Allied
and Associated Powers; she agrees that this independence shall be inalienable, except with
the consent of the Council of the League of Nations.

SECTION VII. CZECHO-SLOVAK STATE

Article 82: The old frontier as it existed on August 3, 1914, between Austria-Hungary and
the German Empire will constitute the frontier between Germany and the Czecho-Slovak
State.

SECTION VIIl. POLAND

Article 87: Germany, in conformity with the action already taken by the Allied and Associ-
ated Powers, recognizes the complete independence of Poland, and renounces in her favor
all rights and title over the territory [ceded by Germany] ...
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SECTION XL. FREE CITY OF DANZIG

Article 100: Germany renounces in favor of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers all
rights and title over the territory comprised within the following limits ...

Article 102: The Principal Allied and Associated Powers undertake to establish the town of
Danzig, together with the rest of the territory described in Article 100, as a Free City. It will
be placed under the protection of the League of Nations.

PART IV: GERMAN RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OUTSIDE GERMANY

SECTION I. GERMAN COLONIES

Article 119: Germany renounces in favor of the Principal Allied and Associated Powers all
her rights and titles over her oversea possessions.

PART V: MILITARY, NAVAL AND AIR CLAUSES

In order to render possible the initiation of a general limitation of the armaments of all nations,
Germany undertakes strictly to observe the military, naval and air clauses which follow.

SECTION I. MILITARY CLAUSES
CHAPTER I. EFFECTIVES AND CADRES OF THE GERMAN ARMY

Article 159: The German military forces shall be demobilized and reduced as prescribed
hereinafter.
Article 160: |) By a date which must not be later than March 31, 1920, the German Army
must not comprise more than seven divisions of infantry and three divisions of cavalry.
After that date the total number of effectives in the Army of the States constituting
Germany must not exceed one hundred thousand men, including officers and establishments
of depots. The Army shall be devoted exclusively to the maintenance of order within the
territory and to the control of the frontiers.
The total effective strength of officers, including the personnel of staffs, whatever their
composition, must not exceed four thousand ...

CHAPTER Ill. RECRUITING AND MILITARY TRAINING

Article 173: Universal compulsory military service shall be abolished in Germany.

The German Army may only be constituted and recruited by means of voluntary enlist-
ment.
Article 174: The period of enlistment for non-commissioned officers and privates must be
twelve consecutive years ...
Article 175: The officers who are retained in the Army must undertake the obligation to
serve in it up to the age of forty-five years at least. Officers newly appointed must undertake
to serve on the active list for twenty-five consecutive years at least.

Officers who have previously belonged to any formations whatever in the Army, and who are
not retained in the units allowed to be maintained, must not take part in any military exercise
whether theoretical or practical, and will not be under any military obligations whatever ...
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Article 177: Educational establishments, the universities, societies of discharged soldiers,
shooting or touring clubs and, generally speaking, associations of every description, whatever
the age of their members, must not occupy themselves with any military matters ...
Article 178: All measures of mobilization or appertaining to mobilization are forbidden.

In no case must formations, administrative services or General Staffs include supplemen-
tary cadres ...

CHAPTER IV. FORTIFICATIONS

Article 180: All fortified works, fortresses and field works situated in German territory to the
west of a line drawn fifty kilometres to the east of the Rhine shall be disarmed and dismantled ...

SECTION II. NAVAL CLAUSES

Article 181: After the expiration of a period of two months from the coming into force of
the present Treaty the German naval forces in commission must not exceed:

* 6 battleships of the Deutschland or Lothringen type,

* 6 light cruisers,

* 12 destroyers,

* 12 torpedo boats,

* or an equal number of ships constructed to replace them as provided in Article 190.
* No submarines are to be included.

All other warships, except <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>