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dependent upon a specific initial conception and a visible direction. Sucha
conception can be right or wrong; it is the starting point for the attitude to -
be taken toward all manifestations and occurrences of life and therebya -
compelling and obligatory rule for ll ction.” In other words a worldview
as defined by Hitler was a quasi-religious i 1 ing imme-
diate political goals. Nazism was no mere ideological discourse; it wasa
political religion commanding the total commitment owed to a religious
faith. ™

The “visible direction” of a worldview implied the existence of “final
goals” that, their general and hazy formulation notwithstanding, were sup-
posed to guide the elaboration and implementation of short-term plans.
Before the fall of 1935 Hitler did not hint either in public or in private
what the final goal of his anti-Jewish policy might be. But much earlier, as
a fledgling political agitator, he had defined the goal of a systematic antis ~
Jewish policy in his notorious first political text, the letter on the “Jewish
question” addressed on September 16, 1919, to one Adolf Gemlich. In the
short term the Jews had to be deprived of their civil rights: “The final aim

i Itogether®

however must be the ing removal of the Jews altog

CHAPTER 3

Redemptive Anti-Semitism

I
On the afternoon of November 9, 1918, Albert Ballin, the Jewish founder
and chairman of the Hamburg-Amerika shipping line, took his life.
Germany had lost the war, and the Kaiser, who had befriended him and
valued hisadvice, had been compelled to abdicate and flee to Holland, while
n Berlin a republic was proclaimed. On the thirtcenth, two days after the
 Armistice, Ballin was buried at Ohlsdorf, a suburb of Hamburg. “In the
midst of revolution,” writes Ballin's biographer, “the city paused to pay
tribute to its most distinguished citizen, and from Amerongen the ex-
Kaiser telegraphed his condolences to Frau Ballin.”
Ballin's life and death were but one last illustration of the paradoxical
existence of the Jews of Germany during the Second Reich. Some had
achieved remarkable success but were held at arm's length; many felt “at
home in Germany” but were perceived as strangers; almost all were loyal
citizens but engendered suspicion. Thus, two years before the collapse, on
October 11, 1916, by which time the military situation had reached a com-
plete stalemate, the Prussian war minister signed a decree ordering a cen-
sus of all Jews in the armed forces “to determine . . . how many Jews sub-
Jectto military duty were serving in every unit of the German armies.” The
- War Ministry explained that it was “continually receiving complaints from
 the population that large numbers of men of the Israclite faith who are fit
~ for military service are either exempt from military duties or are evading
- their obligation to serve under every conceivable pretext.” The census was
- held on November 1, 1916.
From the beginning of the war, the Jews of Germany had, like all other
- Germans, joined the army; very soon a number of them became officers,
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For the castelike Prussian officer corps in particular, this was a bitter pill to
swallow, and officer organizations turned to anti-Semitic groups to find
ways of putting an end to these promotions.* A wave of rumors, originat-
ing both within and outside the army, described Jewish soldiers as lacking
in ability and courage, and accused Jews in great numbers of shirking front-
line duty, settling into rear-echelon office jobs or flocking into the “war
i ition of raw materials and

msgav\a 4_:;:9%,
food supplies.*

The industrialist Walther Rathenau, who was Jewish, had in fact
become the head of the new War Resources Department in the War
Ministry, and on the initiative of Ballin, the bankers Max Warburg and
Carl Melchior (also Jewish), the Central Purchasing Company was estab-
lished for acquiring foreign food products through a network of war cor-
porations. According to extreme nationalist Germans, these corporati
were becoming i of Jewish sp and exploitation of the
nation in its time of peril: “The war profiteers were first of all essentially
Jews,” wrote Gen. Erich Ludendorff in his memoirs. “They acquired a
dominant influence in the ‘war corporations’ ... which gave them the
occasion to enrich themselves at the expense of the German people and to
take possession of the German economy, in order to achieve one of the
power goals of the Jewish people.™ Hitler, in Mein Kampf; wrapped it all
up in his own typical style: “The general mood [in the army] was miserable.
+ .. The offices were filled with Jews. Nearly every clerk was a Jew and
nearly every Jewwas a clerk. . . . As regards economic life, things were even
worse. Here the Jewish people had become really ‘indispensable.’ The spi-
der was slowly beginning to suck the blood out of the peoples pores.
Through the war corporations, they had found an instrument with which,
litdle by little, to finish off the nation’s free economy.”

Due to the professional structure of the Jewish population, approxi-
mately 10 percent of the directors of the war corporations were Jews.*
Continuous anti-Jewish attacks induced a Catholic Center deputy,
Matthias Erzberger, to demand a Reichstag inquiry.” He was supported by
a coalition of liberals and conservatives. Even some Social Democrats
joined in." It was in this atmosphere that the Prussian War Ministry

announced its decision to conduct its census of Jews (Judenzdhlung).

The Jews reacted, but only meekly. Warburg, then already one of the
most influential Jews in imperial Germany, met with War Minister Stein
in March 1917 to ask for the release of a statement that Jews were fighting

it
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as bravely as other Germans. Stein refused, and in order to underline the
Jewish traits he most disliked, lectured Warburg about Heinrich Heine.

The results of the census were not published during the war, ostensibly
out of consideration for the Jews, as they were termed “devastating” by offi-
cials of the War Ministry." Immediately after the Armmistice, pseudo results
were leaked to the radical anti-Semitic Vslkischer Schutz- und Trutz-
buad by the Jew-hating General Wrisberg and used as anti-Jewish propa-
ganda on a massive scale.” Only at the beginning of the 1920s did a sys-
tematic study of the material show it to be “the greatest statistical
monstrosity of which an administration had ever been responsible,™
Detailed analysis indicated that Jewish participation in frontline service
was equivalent to that of the general population, with a minimal deviation
due to age and occupational structure. The damage had nonetheless been
done.

Ernst Simon, who had volunteered for the army o find a sense of
community with the German nation, perceived that the Judenzihlung was
more than the initiative of some malevolent officials. It was the “real
expression of a real mood: that we were strangers, that we did not belong,
that we had to be specially tagged, counted, registered and dealt with,"™
Walther Rathenau wrote to a friend in the summer of 1916: “The more
Jews are killed [in action] in this war, the more obstinately their cnemics
will prove that they all sat behind the front in order to deal in war specula-
tion. The hatred will grow twice and threefold "

After almost two decades of relative latency; the Jewish issue had resur-
faced in full force in German political life during the 1912 Reichstag elec-
tions, which were soon dubbed the “Jewish elections” (Judenwablen).” The
real policical issue was the growth of the Left, However, as the Jews—
opposed to (and by) the Conservatives and disappointed by the stand taken
toward them by the National Liberals—turned to the Progressives and, in
particular, to the Social Democrats, they became identified with the left-
wing peril.”

The elections marked the disappearance of the anti-Semitic splinter
parties and represented a significant setback for the Conservative right.
The Social Democrats emerged as the strongest single party on the
German scene, more than doubling their number of seats in the Reichstag.
from 53 to 110. Of the 300 candidates favored by organizations in which
Jews were prominent, 88 were elected.” These results proved that the
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majority of the voters did not manifestly harbor intense anti-Jewish feel-
ings, but the reaction of the Right was different and immediate. It had
becorme obvious to the right-wing press that Jewish money and the Jewish
spirit were in control of the “gold” and the “red” internationals, those two
most dangerous enemies of the German nation. Even for a publication as
close to the Lutheran Church as the Christlichsoziale Reichsbote, the work-
ers who voted for the Social Democrats were “driven by the Jewish whip”
held by “the ipul: of i ional Jewish lism. "

Frantic activity now spread throughout the extreme right, with
approximately twenty new ul ionali i
springing up on the political scene. Some of them, such as the
Reichst bund and the G den, were coalitions of previ-

and racist

ously existing groups.” Among larger groups, the evolution of the Pan-
German League is particularly telling. In his p 1 ioned 1912
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hebung des Judentums) was established on February 11, 1912, by the rem-
nants of the old anti-Semitic parties and various other anti-Semitic orga-
nizations. Its aim was the creation, under nationalist auspices, of a mass
moverment to achieve political change. “One of their top priorities was to
exclude the Jewish ‘race’ from the nation’s public life. The founding of the
association, clearly linked to the 1912 elections, was but one more mani-
festation of the new right’s determined ‘defense’ against Juda."*

II

Jews never rep d more than app 1 percent of Germany's
overall population in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.
Between the beginning of the century and 1933, that percentage slightly

declined. The Jewish community, however, gained in visibility by gradually

‘pamphlet, IfT Were the Kaiser, league president Heinrich Class fully spelled
out a program for the complete expulsion of the Jews from German public
life—that is, from public office, from the liberal professions, and from
banks and newspapers. Jews would lose the right to own land. Jewish
immigration would be banned, and all Jewish noncitizens deported. Those
who were citizens would be subject to “alien Status” (Fremde bt). A Jew

in the large cities, keeping to certain professions, and
absorbing an increasing number of easily identifiable East European
Jews.

The general visibility of the Jews in Germany was enhanced by their
relative importance in the “sensitive” areas of business and finance, jour-
nalism and cultural activities, medicine and the law, and, finally, by their

would be defined as  person belonging to the Jewish religious community
on January 18, 1871, the day the German Empire was proclaimed, as
would all the descendants of such persons, even if only one grandparent
was Jewish.2

A few months later a memorandum was submitted to the crown
prince, Wilhelm ITs eldest son, by another member of the league,
Konstantin von Gebsattel it proposed the same measures against the Jews
as well as a “coup d’¢tat” to put an end to parliamentarianism in Germany.
The crown prince—who later would become a member of the SS—was
“captivated” by Gebsattel’s memorandum and transmitted it to his father
and to Chancellor Theobald von Bethmann-Hollweg. Himself a strange
mix of traditional conservatism and radical right-wing opinions,” the
Kaiser was dismissive. He considered Gebsattel an “oddball,” the Pan-
Germans who supported such plans “dangerous people,” and the idea of
excluding the Jews from public life “downright childish”; Germany would
be cutting itself off from civilized nations. The chancellor was more defer-
ential to the crown prince, but no less negative.*

The Association Against Jewish Arrogance (Verband gegen die Uber-

in liberal and left-wing politics. The social discrimination to
which the Jews were subjected, and their own striving for advancement and
acceptance, easily explain their patterns of activity. Interpreted as Jewish
subversion and domination, these patterns in turn led, at least in parts of
German society, to further hostility and rejection.

Of the fifty-two private banks in Berlin at the beginning of the nine-
teenth century, thirty were Jewish-owned. Later on Bismarck asked the
Rothschilds to recommend a private banker (it was to be Gerson
Bleichroder), and Kaiser Wilhelm I chose for himself the banker Moritz
Cohn. When, at the turn of the century, many private banks became share~
holding ies, Jews ly held a ling p of the
shares or served as directors of the new enterprises. Add the banking aris-
tocracy of the Warburgs, the Arnholds, the Friedlinder-Fulds, the
Simons, the Weinbergs, and 50 on, to such financial potentates as chain-
store owners Abraham Wertheim and Leonhard and Oskar Tietz, found-
ing electrical industrialist Emil Rathenau, publisher Rudolf Mosse, and
shipping magnate Albert Ballin, and it becomes obvious that Jews held an
eminent and visible place in the financial world of imperial Germany.”

The Jewish economic elite’s particular function during the nineteenth

-
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century had been its decisive role in capital mobilization and concentration
through development of the Berlin stock market, and linkage of the still
relatively parochial German economy with world markets.” The centrality
of ‘Jewish” banking during the Weimar period did not decrease, contrary
to what has sometimes been argued. But there was no correlation between
Jewish economic activity and any kind of lasting political influence in
German society.

Culture was possibly the most sensitive domain. In March 1912 a
telling exchange was triggered by an article written by a young Jewish intel-
lectual, Moritz Goldstein, and published in the arts journal Kunstwart
under the title “Deutsch-jiidischer Parnass” (German-Jewish Parnassus).
As Goldstein put it, “We Jews administer the spiritual possessions of a
people that denies us the right and the capability of doing so.” After
admitting to Jewish influence on the press and in the literary world;
Goldstein reemphasized the insuperable rift between the Jewish “adminis-
trators” of German culture, who believed they were speaking for and to the
Ives, who d such p
insufferable. What, then, was the way out? Zionism, Goldstein thought,
was no option for people of his background and generation. In an emo-
tional and most emphatic fashion, he called instead for an act of courage on
the part of the Jews of Germany: that, in spite of their deep feelings for
Germany and all things German, in spite of their centuries-long presence
in the land, they must turn their backs on the host society and stop vowing
ever-renewed and ever-unrequited love. On the cultural level Jews should
now turn to Jewish issues, not only for their own sake but to create “a new
type of Jew, new not in life but in literature.” Goldstein’s closing was on
an emotional par with the rest: “We demand recognition of a tragedy that,
with a heavy heart, we have exposed to all.”*

Goldstein’s sharp diagnosis/tearful lament induced the editor of
Kunstwart, Ferdinand Avenarius, to produce in the August issue a long
comment entitled “Aussprachen mit Juden” (Debates with Jews). “We are
not anti-Semites,” he wrote. “We know that there are domains in which
the Jews are more able than we are, and that we have greater ability in oth-
exs; we hope that with good will on both sides, peaceful co-operation will
be possible, but we are convinced that relations cannot continue much
longer in their present form.” Avenarius called for some sort of “negotia-
tion” between “leaders” of “both sides in order to avoid bitter cultural bat-
tles [Kulturkampfe). . . . Given the growing excitement [Avenarius did not

+d

Germans, and the Germans th
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specify whose],” he did not believe that success could easily be achieved®
The argument was clear, the “we” and “they” even clearer. But as to the
basic facts (though obviously not their interpretation), both Goldstein and
(implicitly) Avenarius were not entirely wrong.

As for the press—excluding the great number of conservative and
specifically Christian newspapers and periodicals, as well as most of the
regional papers—there was, on the national level, a strong Jewish presence
in ownership, editorial responsibility, and major cultural or political com-
mentary. Rudolf Mosse's publishing empire included the Berliner
Tugeblatt, the 1 the ¥ 1 and the B The
Ullstein family owned the Neues Berliner Tugeblatt, the Abendpost, the
llustrierte Zeitung, and B.Z. am Mittag, “the first German paper based
completely on street sales.” The paper with the largest circulation, the
Morgenpost, also belonged to Ullstein, as eventually did the Vassische
Zeitung, “Berlin’s oldest newspaper.”” Among the three most prominent
publishers who took the largest share of the pre-1914 daily press—Mosse,
Ullstein, and Scherl—the first two were Jews.™ The relative importance of
these three publishers would be altered somewhat in the twenties by the
acquisition of Scherl by the ultra-right-wing Alfred Hugenberg and by the

consequent rapid expansion of his press holdings.

The editors in chief and main editorial writers of many of the most
influential newspapers (such as Theodor Wolff, editor of the Berliner
Tageblatt, Georg Bernhard, editor of the Vossische Zeitung; and Bernhard
Guttmann, the influential Berlin d of the

Zeitung), were Jews, as were dozens of other political commentators, cul-
tural critics, and satirists in a wide array of dailies and periodicals.”

In book publishing Mosse and Ullstein were major figures, 2s was
Samuel Fischer, who founded his publishing house in Berlin in 1886.
Fischer, as important in the history of modern German literature as, for
example, Random House or Scribner’s in the United States, published
Thomas Mann, Gerhart Hauptmann, and Hermann Hesse, among others.*

Along with Jewish publishers and editors in chief, there was a solid
group of Jewish readers and theater- and concertgoers. A striving for
Bildung (culture/education) had turned the Jewish bourgeoisie into the
self-appointed (and ecstatic) carrier of German culture. Writing in
December 1896 about the first performance of Gerhart Hauptmans play
Die wersunkene Glocke (The Sunken Bell), Baroness Hildegard von
Spitzemberg noted in her diary: “The house was packed with Jews and
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and with the re es of press and literature:
guk.a:_.—w: Harden, Hermann Sudermann, Erich Schmidt, Theodor
Fontane, Ludwig Pietsch, the last [two] of whom, however, shook their
heads disapprovingly and did not join in the frenctic applause of the poet’s
[playwright's] supporters.” Fontane and Pietsch were non-Jews.

The situation was possibly even more extreme in Austria-Hungary. At the
end of the nineteenth century, Jews owned more than 50 percent of the
major banks in the Austrian part of the empire, and occupied nearly 80
percent of the key positions in the banking world.* In the Hungarian part,
the Jewish economic presence, which benefited from the full support of the
Hungarian aristocracy, was even more widespread. “Above all, Jews were
prominent among the great press tycoons. They owned, edited, and very
extensively contributed to most of the leading newspapers of Vienna,
Though his words were somewhat exaggerated, it was nonetheless telling
that Harry Wickham Steed, the London Times correspondent in the
Austrian capital, could write that ‘economically, politically and in point of
general influence they [the Jews] are . . . the most significant element in
the Monarchy.””*

During the early decades of the nineteenth century, the harmonious assim-
ilation of the Jews into German society, as in other countries of Western
and Central Europe—later made formally possible by the full emancipa-
tion of 1869 and 1871—could appear to many as a reasonable prospect.
More than anything clse, the Jews themsclves wanted to join the ranks of
the German bourgeoisie; this collective “project” was undoubtedly their
overriding goal.* Lay leaders and enlightened rabbis never tired of stress-
ing the importance of Bildung and Sittlichkeit (manners and morals).*
Although the great majority of Jews did not abandon Judaism entirely, the
collective effort of adaptation led to deep reshapings of Jewish identity in
the religious domain as well as in a variety of secular pursuits and attitudes.
“ The modern German Jew, however, did create—consciously or not—a
specific subculture that, although aiming at integration, resulted in a new
form of separation.” Religi ltural distinctiveness was rei d by
the increasingly negative reactions of society in general to the very rapidity
of the Jews’ social and economic ascent. Economic success and growing
visibility without political power produced, in part at least, their own
nemesis. In his biography of Bismarck's banker, Gerson Bleichroder, Fritz
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Stern alluded to the shift in attitudes from the 1870s on: “[Bleichréder’s]
middle years described the moment of the least troubled amalgamation of
German and Jewich sociey; his declining years[he died in 1893 marked
the first i diation of that amal, ion, and his very success
was taken as a warrant mS repudiation.””

One may readily agree with German historian Thomas Nipperdey that
in comparison to that of France, Austria, or Russia, German anti-
Semitism on the eve of World War I was certainly not the most extreme.
One may also agree with his statement that pre-1914 anti-Semitism
should be evaluated both within its own historical context and from the
perspective of later events (“under the sign of Auschwitz”).” However, his
related statement that the Jews of Germany themselves considered the
anti-Semitism of those years a marginal issue, a remnant of prior discrim-

ination that would disappear in due time is less convincing.* Any perusal
of contemporary testimonies indicates that Jews held diverse views regard-
ing the attitudes of society in general toward them. It needs only Moritz
Goldstein’s lament to show that some German Jews were quite aware of the
fact that the chasm between them and the surrounding society was grow-
ing.

This was true not only in Germany. Two equally remarkable literary
representations of Austria before the Great War, Stefan Zweig's The World
of Yesterday and Arthur Schoitzler's The Road into the Open, provide con-
trary assessments of rcé the Jews vﬂnn_ﬁn_ their own situation. For Zweig
anti-Semitism was p ) for
ter of his characters’ consciousness and existence. In any event, whatever
the relative strength of prewar anti-Semitism may have been, its presence
was a necessary condition for the massive anti-Jewish hostility that spread
throughout Germany during the war years and increasingly after the defeat
0£1918. Moreover, the prewar scene also provided some of the ideological
tenets, political demands, and institutional frameworks that endowed
postwar anti-Semitism with its early structures and immediate goals.

Schnitzler it was at the cen-

When one considers the wider European scene, the achievements, politi-
cal attitudes, and cultural options of Jews at the end of the nineteenth cen-
tury appear as those of members of an identifiable minority, stemming in
part from the peculiar historical development of this minority. But these
achievements and options were first and foremost those of individuals
whose goal was the kind of success that led to integration into society in
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general. For the anti-Semite, however, the situation looked entirely differ-
ent: Jewish striving and Jewish success, real or imaginary, were perceived as
the behavior of a foreign and hostile minority group acting collectively to
exploit and dominate the majority.

As long as merely a few Jews, under the patronage of kings and
princes, managed to climb the social ladder, their limited number, the
function they fulfilled, and the protection they were granted checked the
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tional religious anti-Semitism and the related proliferation of conspiracy
theories in which the Jews always played a central role.

‘Whether or not Christian hostility toward the Jews was intermittent,
whether or not the Jews th 3\ ibuted to the bation of this
hostility,” does not alter the fact that, in dogma, ritual, and practice,
Christianity branded the Jews with what appeared to be an indelible
stigma. That stigma had been effaced neither by time nor by events, and

o By

spread of hostility. When, as Hannah Arendt pointed out in hat dif-
ferent terms,” emancipation allowed for the social advancement of a large
number of Jews within a context in which their social function was losing.
its specificity and in which political power no longer backed them, they
increasingly became the targets of various forms of social resentment.
Modern anti-Semitism was fucled by this conjunction of increasing visibil-
ity and increasing weakness.

A common trigger of various forms of nonracial anti-Jewish resent-
ment was undoubtedly the very existence of a Jewish difference. Liberals
demanded that, in the name of universalist ideals, the Jews should accept
the complete disappearance of their particular group identity; nationalists,
on the other hand, demanded such disappearance for the sake of  higher
particularist identity, that of the modern nation-state. Although the
majority of Jews were more than eager to travel  long way down the road
to cultural and social assimilation, most of them rejected total collective
disappearance. Thus, as moderate as Jewish particulatism may have been,
it ized its liberal supp and incensed its nationalist opp
Jewish visibility in highly sensitive domains exacerbated the irritant inher-
ent in difference.

Racial anti-Semites also claimed that their znti-Semitic campaign was
based on the Jews' difference. However, whereas for the nonracial anti-
Semite such difference could and should have been totally effaced by the
complete assimilation and disappearance of the Jews as such, the racial
anti-Semite argued that the difference was indelible, that it was inscribed
in the blood. For the nonracial anti-Semite, a solution to the “Jewish ques-
tion” was possible within society in general; for the racial anti-Semite,
because of the dangerous racial impact of Jewish presence and equality; the
only solution was exclusion (legal and possibly physical) from society in
general. This well-known basic picture should be completed by two aspects
of the modern anti-Jewish scene that are either barely mentioned by many
historians or considered all-encompassing by others: the survival of tradi-

gl the h and the early decades of the twenticth cen-
tusies, Christian religious anti-Semitism remained of central importance
in Europe and in the Western world in general.

In Germany, apart from the general motives of Christian anti-
Semitism, Christian anti-Jewish attitudes also stemmed from the particu-
lar situation of the churches throughout the imperial era. German
Catholics were antagonized by Jewish support for the National Liberals,
who were Bismarck's allies during his anti-Catholic campaign of the
1870s, the Kulturk were firmly itted
to the Christian nature of the Second Reich, and even liberal Protestants,

;> conservative P

in their attempt to rationalize Christianity, entered into confrontations
with liberal Jews keen on demonstrating the pagan core of the Christian
religion. Finally, in Germany, France, and Austria, political use of
Christian anti-Jewish themes proved successful, at least for a time, in
appealing to lower-middle-class voters.

For some historians the rootedness and the very permanence of
Christian anti-Judaism has been the only basis of all forms of modern
anti-Semitism. Jacob Katz, for example, sees modern anti-Semitism as
but “a continuation of the premodern rejection of Judaism by Christianity,
even when it [modern anti-Semitism] renounced any claim to be legit-
imized by it or even professed to be antagonistic to Christianity.” In Katz's
view any claims for an anti-Semitism that would be beyond “the Jewish
Christian division” were but “a mere declaration of intent. No anti-
Semite, even if he himself was anti-Christian, ever forwent the use of
those anti-Jewish arguments rooted in the denigration of Jews and
Judaism in earlier Christian times.”* This interpretation is excessive, but
the impact of religious anti-Judaism on other modern forms of anti-
Semitism is apparent in several ways. First, a vast reservoir of almost auto-
matic anti-Jewish reactions continued to accumulate as a result of early
exposure to Christian religious education and liturgy, and to everyday
expressions drawn from the pervasive and ongoing presence of the various
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denominations of the Christian creed. Second, the very notion of “out-
sider” applied by modern anti-Semitism to the Jew owed its tenacity not
only to Jewish difference as such but also to the depth of its religious roots.
‘Whatever else could be said about the Jew, he was first and foremost the
“other,” who had rejected Christ and revelation. Finally, perhaps the most
powerful effect of religious anti-Judaism was the dual structure of the
anti-Jewish image inherited from Christianity. On the one hand, the Jew
was a pariah, the despised witness of the triumphal onward march of the
true faith; on the other, from the Late Middle Ages onward, an opposite
image appeared in popular Christianity and in millennarian movements,
that of the demonic Jew, the perpetrator of ritual murder, the plotter
against Christianity, the herald of the Antichrist, the potent and occult
emissary of the forces of evil. It is this dual image that reappears in some
major aspects of modern anti-Semitism. And, its threatening and occult
dimension became the recurrent theme of the main conspiracy theories of
the Western world.

The Christian phantasm of a Jewish plot against the Christian com-
munity may itself have been a revival of the pagan notion that the Jews
were enemies of humanity acting in secret against the rest of the world.
According to a popular medieval Christian legend, “a secret rabbinical
synod convened periodically from all over Europe to determine which
community was in turn to commit ritual murder.”” From the eighteenth
century on, new conspiracy theories also pointed to threats from a number
of non-Jewish occult groups: Freemasons, Illuminati, Jesuits. In the land-
scape of modernity, paranoid political thought was acquiring a permanence
of sorts. “What is the distinguishing thing about the paranoid style,” wrote
Richard Hofstadter, “is not that its exp see consy or plots here
and there in history, but that they regard a ‘vast’ or ‘gigantic’ conspiracy as
the motive force in historical events. History is a conspiracy, set in motion by
demonic forces of almost transcendent power, and what is felt to be needed
to defeat it is not the usual methods of political give-and-take, but an all-

sp

out crusade.

Within this array of occult forces, the Jews were the plotters par excel-
lence, the manipulators hidden behind all other secret groups that were
merely their instruments. In the notorious two-pronged secret threat of
“Jews and Freemasons,” the latter were perceived as instruments of the for-
mer* Jewish conspiracies, in other words, were at the very top of the con-
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of the world. The centrality of the Jews in this phantasmic universe can be
explained only by its roots in the Christian tradition.

Like any other national anti-Semitism at the end of the nineteenth
century and during the years preceding World War I, anti-Semitism in
imperial Germany was determined, as I have already indicated, both by
dominant Christian and modern European trends and by the impact of
specific historical circumstances, among which several further aspects
should be stressed:

In general terms a structural dimension needs to be emphasized in dis-
tinguishing, for example, between French and German modes of national
integration, with the relevance of such a distinction in terms of anti-Jewish
attitudes becoming clearly apparent. Since the French Revolution, the
French model of national integration had been that of a process fostered
and implemented by the state on the basis of universal principles, those of
the Enlightenment and the Revolution. Since the romantic revolution, the
German model of national integration had been derived from and predi-
cated upon the idea of the nation as a closed ethnocultural community
independent of and sometimes opposed to the state. Whereas the French
model implied the construction of national identity by way of a centralized
educational system and all other means of socialization at the disposal of

the state, the German model often posited the existence of inherited char-
-

acteristics

gtoap organic

By way of state-directed socialization and in the name of the secular
republic’s universal values, a Jew could become French, and not merely on
a purely formal level. (This despite intensely hostile reactions from that
substantial part of French society that rejected the Revolution, the repub-
lican state, and thus the Jews, identified as foreigners allied with the state
and as carriers of the secular, subversive values of social upheaval and

dernity.) Regardless of formal ipation and equality of civic rights,
the Jew was often kept at a distance by a German national community fun-
damentally closed to a group whose recognizable difference seemed to
society in general to be rooted in alien ethnocultural—and, increasingly,
racial—soil. A somewhat different (but not incompatible) interpretation

has pointed to the fact that in France legal emancipation carried a prime
expectation of gradual Jewish assimilation (also by way of the French edu-
cational system and its universalist values), whereas in Germany a widely
shared position was that the process of assimilation should be imposed and

spiratorial hierarchy, and their aim was nothing less than total d

d by b ic means, and that full emancipation should be
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granted only at the end of the process. As time went by, in Germany the
success of Jewish assimilation was i ingly questioned. Therefore, even
after the Jews of Germany were granted full emancipation, anti-Semites of
all hues—and even liberals—could argue that total assimilation had not
really been achieved and that the results of emancipation were problematic.
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that of a German (or Aryan) Christianity, and led to what can be called
“tedemptive anti-Semitism.”

III

Whereas ordinary racial anti-Semitism is one element within a wider racist

The situation in Germany was further .
specific to the second half of the nineteenth century, mainly the various
aspects of an extremely rapid process of modernization. By entircly trans-
forming the country's social structures and by threatening its existing hier-
archies, the onrush of German modernization seemed to endanger hal-
lowed cultural values and the organic links of the community;? at the same
time it seemed to allow the otherwise incomprehensible social ascent of the
Jews, who were thus perceived as the promoters, carriers, and.exploiters of
that modernization. The Jewish threat now appeared to be both penetra-
tion by a foreign element into the innermost texture of the national com-
munity and furthering, by way of that penetration, not of modernity as
such (enthusiastically embraced by the majority of German society) but of
the evils of modernity.

Ttis within this context that other developments peculiar to Germany
acquire their full significance. First, after the rise and fall of the German
anti-Semitic parties between the mid-1870s and the late 1890s, anti-
Jewish hostility continued to spread in German society at large through a
variety of other channels ic and professional i nation-

bated by devel Idview, in redempti i-Semitism the struggle against the Jews is
the dominant aspect of a worldview in which other racist themes are but
secondary appendages.

Redemptive anti-Semitism was born from the fear of racial degenera-
tion and the religious belicf in redemption. The main cause of degencration
was the penetration of the Jews into the German body politic, into German
society, and into the German bloodstream. Germanhood and the Aryan
world were on the path to perdition if the struggle against the Jews was not
joined; this was to be a struggle to the death. Redemption would come as
liberation from the Jews—as their expulsion, possibly their annihilation.
This new anti-Semitism has been depicted as part and parcel of the
y fervor of the early ni h century, particularly of the rev-
olutionary spirit of 1848. But it should be pointed out that the main bear-
ers of the new anti-Jewish mystique had all turned against their revolu-
tionary pasts; when Judaism was mentioned in their revolutionary writings,
it was in a purely metaphorical sense (mainly as representing Mammon or
“the Law”), and whatever revolutionary terminology remained in their new

alistic political organizations, widely influential cultural groups. The rapid
increase of such institutionalized infusions of anti-Jewish attitudes into the
very heart of society did not take place—or at least not on such a scale—in
other major Western or Central European countries. Second, in Germany
a full-blown anti-Semitic ideology was systematically elaborated; it
allowed more or less diffuse anti-Jewish resentment to adopt ready-made
intellectual frameworks and formulas that in turn were to foster more
extreme ideological constructs during the coming years of crisis. Such spe-
cific ideologization of German anti-Semitism was particularly visible, in
two different ways, with regard to racial anti-Semitism. In its mainly bio-
logical form, racial anti-Semitism used cugenics and racial anthropology to
launch a “scientific” inquiry into the racial characteristics of the Jew. The
other strand of racial anti-Semitism, in its particularly German, mystical
form, emphasized the mythic dimensions of the race and the sacredness of
Aryan blood. This second strand fused with a decidedly religious vision,

itism was meant as “radical change,” as “redemption” in a strongly
religious sense, or, more precisely, in a racial-religious sense.

Various themes of redemptive anti-Semitism can be found in vslkisch
ideology in general, but the run-of-the-mill wlkisch obsessions were usu-
ally too down-to-earth in their goals to belong to the redemptive sphere.
Among the vilkisch ideologues, only the philosopher Eugen Dithring and
the biblical scholar Paul de Lagarde came close to this sort of anti-Semitic
eschatological worldview. The source of the new trend has to be sought
elsewhere, in that meeting point of German Christianity, neoromanticism,
the mystical cult of sacred Aryan blood, and ultraconservative nationalism:
the Bayreuth circle.

1 intentionally single out the Bayreuth circle rather than Richard
Wagner himself. Although redemptive anti-Semitism derived its impact
from the spirit of Bayreuth, and the spirit of Bayreuth would have been
nonexistent without Richard Wagner, the depth of his personal commit-
ment to this brand of spocalypti i h

P itism remains con-
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tradictory. That Wagner's anti-Semitism was a constant and growing
obsession after the 1851 publication of his Das Judentum in der Musik
(Judaism in Music) is unquestionable. That the maestro saw Jewish machi-
nations hidden in every nook and cranny of the new German Reich is
notorious. That the redemption theme became the leitmotiv of Wagner's
ideology and work during the last years of his life is no less generally
accepted. Finally, that the disappearance of the Jews was one of the central
elements of his vision of redemp seems also well established. But what,
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Even the Master’s jokes, like his “wish” that all Jews be burned at a perfor-
mance of Lessing's Nathan the Wise* expressed the underlying intensity of
his exterminatory fantasies. And yet, Wagner’s ideas about the Jews
remained inconsistent, and the number of Jews in his entourage, from the
pianists Carl Tausig and Josef Rubinstein to the conductor Hermann Levi
and the impresario Angelo Neumann, is well known. Indeed, Wagner's
behavior toward Levi was often overtly sadistic, and Rubinstein was a
notoriously self-hating Jew. Yet these Jews belonged to the maestro’s close

in Wagner's message, was the concrete meaning of such a disapg
Did it mean the abolition of the Jewish spirit, the vanishing of the Jews as
2 separate and identifiable cultural and ethnic group, or did redemption
imply the actual physical climination of the Jews? This last interpretation
has been argued by, among others, historians such as Robert W. Gutman,
Hartmut Zelinsky, and Paul Lawrence Rose.“ The last in particular iden-
tifies Wagner's “revolutionary anti-Semitism” and its supposedly extermi-
natory streak with the composer’s revolutionary ardor of 1848.

In Judaism in Music, the annihilation of the Jew (and the pamphlet’s
notorious final words: “the redemption of Ahasuerus—going under!”)
most probably means the annihilation of the Jewish spirit. In this finale the
maestro heaps dithyrambic praise upon the political writer Ludwig Borne,
a Jew who in his eyes exemplified the redempti
“genuine manhood” by “ceasing to be a Jew. Borne’s example is mani-
festly the path to be collectively followed. But Wagner's writings of the late
1870s and the 1880s and the redemptive symbolism of the Ring and espe-
cially of Parsifal, are indeed extraordinarily ambiguous whenever the
Jewish theme directly or indirectly appears. Whether redemption from
erotic lust, from worldly cravings, from the struggles for power is achieved,
as in the Ring, by way of self-annihilation or, as in Parsifal, by mystical
purification and the rebirth of a sanctified Germanic Christendom, the
Jew remains the symbol of the worldly lures that keep humanity in shack-
les. Thus the redemptive struggle had to be a total struggle, and the Jew,
like the evil and unredeemable Klingsor in Parsifal, had to disappear. In
Siegfried the allusion is even more dircct: The Germanic hero Siegfried
kills the repulsive Nibelung dwarf Mime, whom Wagner himself identi-
fies, according to Cosima Wagner’s diaries, as a “Jidling.”* All in all the
relation between Siegfried and Mime, overloaded with the most telling
symbolism, was probably meant as a fierce anti-Semitic allegory of the
relation between German and Jew—and of the ultimate fate of the Jew?

from into

and, more si , Wagner gave Neumann considerable lee-
way regarding the handling of contracts and performances of his works: No
consistently fanatical anti-Semite would have allowed such a massive com-
promise.

Although Wagner himself embraced the theoretical racism of the
French essayist Arthur de Gobineau, the intellectual foundations of
redemptive anti-Semitism were mainly fostered and claborated by the
other Bayreuthians, especially after the composer’s death, during the reign
of his widow, Cosima: Hans von Wolzogen, Ludwig Scheemann, and, first
and foremost, the Englishman Houston Stewart Chamberlain. In a classic
study of the Bayreuth Circle, Winfried Schiiler defined Bayreuth’s special
significance within the anti-Semitic movement and Chamberlain’s own
decisive contribution: “It is in the nature of anti-Semitic ideologies to use
a more or less prominent friend-foe model. What nonetheless gives

anti-S an

particular aspect is the resolute-
ness with which the opposition between Germandom and Jewry is raised
to the position of the central theme of world history. In Chamberlain's
Foundations [his 1899 magnum opus, The Foundations of the Nineteenth
Century) this dualistic image of history finds its tersest formulation.”

In line with Bayreuth's oft-repeated leitmotiv, Chamberlain called for
the birth of a German-Christian religion, a Christianity cleansed of its
Jewish spirit, as the sole basis for regeneration. In other words, the
redemption of Aryan Christianity would be achieved only through the
elimination of the Jew. But even here it is not entirely clear whether or not
the redemptive struggle against the Jews was to be waged against the
Jewish spirit only. In the closing lines of volume 1, after stating that in the
nineteenth century, amid a chaos of mixed breeds, the two “pure” races that
stood facing each other were the Jews and the Germans, Chamberlain
writes: “No arguing about ‘humanity’ can alter the fact that this means a
struggle. Where the struggle is not waged with cannon-balls, it goes on




9 * THE YEARS OF PERSECUTION, 1933-1939

silently in the heart of society. . . . But this struggle, silent though it be, is
above all others a struggle for life and death.” Chamberlain probably did
not know himself what he meant by this in terms of concrete action, but he
undoubtedly offered the most systematic formulation of what he consid-
ered the fundamental struggle shaping the course of world history.

Three years after the publication of Chamberlain’s Foundations, the
Frankfurter Zeitung had to admit that it “has caused more of a ferment than
any other appearance on the book market in recent years.” By 1915 the
book had sold more than one hundred thousand copies and was being
widely referred to. As the years went by, Chamberlain, who in 1908 had
married Richard and Cosima Wagner's daughter, Eva, became ever more
obsessed with the “Jewish question.” In nightmares, he reported, he saw
himself kidnapped by Jews and sentenced to death. “My lawyer friend in
Munich,” he informed an old acquaintance, “tells me that there is no living
being whom the Jews hate more than me.”” The war, and even more so the
early years of the Weimar Republic, drove his obsession to its utmost lim-
its. Hitler visited him in Bayreuth in 1923: The by now paralyzed prophet
of redemptive anti-Semitism was granted the supreme happiness of meet-
ing—and recognizing as such—Germany’s savior from the Jews.’

v
The impact of the Great War and the Bolshevik Revolution on the
European imagination was stronger than that of any other event since the
French Revolution. Mass death, shattering political upheavals, and visions
of catastrophes to come fueled the pervasive apocalyptic mood that settled
over Europe.” Beyond nationalist exacerbation in several countries, the
hopes, fears, and hatreds of millions crystallized along the main political
divide that would run through the history of the following decades: fear of
revolution on one side, demand for it on the other. Those who feared the
revolution frequently identified its leaders with the Jews. Now the proof for
the Jewish world conspiracy was incontrovertible: Jewry was about to
destroy all established order, annihilate Christianity, and impose its
dominion. In her 1921 book, Wer/d Revolution, the English historian
Nesta Webster asked, “who are . . . the authors of the Plot?. . .. What is
their ultimate object in wishing to destroy civilization? What do they hope
to gain by it? It is this apparent absence of motive, this seemingly aimless
campaign of destruction carried on by the Bolsheviks of Russia, that has
led many people to believe in the theory of a Jewish conspiracy to destroy
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Christianity.” Webster was among these believers, and so, in his own way,
at the time, was Thomas Mann. “We also spoke of the type of Russian Jew,
the leader of the world revolutionary movement,” Mann wrote in his diary
on May 2, 1918, recording a conversation with Ernst Bertram, “that explo-
sive mixture of Jewish intellectual radicalism and Slavic Christian enthusi-
asm.” He added: “A world that still retains an instinct of self-preservation
must act against such people with all the energy that can be mobilized and
with the swiftness of martial law.””

The most explosive ideological mixture present in postwar Germany
was a fusion of constant fear of the Red menace with nationalist resent-
ment born of defeat. The two elements seemed to be related, and the
chaotic occurrences that marked the early months of the postimperial
regime seemed to confirm the worst suspicions and fuel the fires of hatred.

Two months after Germany’s defeat, the extreme left-wing revolu-
tionary Spartacists attempted to seize power in Berlin. The uprising failed,
and on the evening of January 15, 1919, its main leaders, Karl Licbknecht
and Rosa Luxemburg, probably having been betrayed, were arrested at
their hiding place in Berlin-Wilmersdorf.™ They were brought to the Eden
Hotel, the headquarters of the Garde-Kavallerie-Schiitzen-Division,
where they were interrogated by a Captain Pabst. Licbknecht was led out
first, taken by car to the Tiergarten, and “shot while trying to escape.”
Luxemburg, already brutally beaten at the Eden, was dragged out half
dead, moved from one car to another, and then shot. Her body was thrown
into the Landwehrkanal, where it remained until March. A military tri-
bunal acquitted most of the officers directly involved in the murders (sen-
tencing only two of them to minimal imprisonment), and Defense
Minister Gustav Noske, a Social Democrat, duly signed these unlikely ver-
dicts. Rosa Luxemburg and her closest companions among the Berlin
Spartacists, Leo Jogiches and Paul Levi, were Jews.

The prominence of Jews among the leaders of the revolution in
Bavaria added fuel to the already passionate anti-Semitic hatred of the
Right as did their role among the Berlin Spartacists. It was Kurt Eisner, the
Jewish leader of the Independent Socialist Party (USPD) in Bavaria, who
toppled the Wittelsbach dynasty, which for centuries had given Bavaria its
kings. During his short term as prime minister, Eisner added enemies by
publishing incriminating archives regarding Germany's responsibility for
the outbreak of the war and appealing to the German people to help in
rebuilding devastated areas of enemy territory, which was simply inter-
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preted as a call for the enslavement of Germans “from children to old peo-
ple, [who would] be obliged to carry stones for the war-torn areas.””

On February 21, 1919, Eisner was assassinated by Count Anton Arco-
Valley, a right-wing law student. After a bricf interim government of
majority Socialists, the first of two Republics of the Councils was estab-
lished. In fact only a minority among the leaders of the Bavarian republics
were of Jewish origin, but some of their most visible personalities could be
identified as such.”

Exacerbated right-wing opinion accused these Jewish leaders of being
responsible for the main atrocity committed by the Reds: the shooting of
hostages in the cellar of the Luitpold Gymnasium in Munich. To this day
the exact sequence of events is unclear. Apparently, on April 26, 1919,
seven activists of the radical anti-Semitic Thule Society, among them its
secretary, Countess Heila von Westarp, were detained at the organization'’s
office. Two officers of the Bavarian Army and a Jewish artist named Ernst
Berger were added to the seven Thule members. On April 30, after news
reached Munich, that the counterrevolutionary volunteer units, the Free
Cotps of Franz Freiherr Ritter von Epp, had killed Red prisoners in the
town of Starnberg, the commander of the Red forces, a former navy man
named Rudolf Egelhofer, ordered the shooting of the hostages. These exe-
cutions, an isolated atrocity, became the quintessential illustration of
Jewish Bolshevik terror in Germany; in the words of British historian
Reginald Phelps, this “murder of hostages goes far to explain . . . the pas-
sionate wave of anti-Semitism that spread because the deed was alleged to
represent the vengeance of Jewish Soviet leaders’ ... on anti-Semitic
foes.” Needless to say, the fact that Egelhofer and “all those directly con-
nected with the shooting” were not Jews, and that one of the victims was
Jewish, did not change these perceptions in the least.”

The impact of the situation in Berlin and Bavaria was amplified by
revolutionary agitation in other parts of Germany. According to the pro-
Nazi French historian Jacques Benoist-Méchin, revolutionaries of Jewish
background were no less active in various other regional upheavals: “In
Magdeburg, it is Brandes; in Dresden, Lipinsky, Geyer, and Fleissner; in
the Ruhr, Markus and Levinsohn; in B haven and Kiel, Grii 1d
and Kohn; in the Palatinate, Lilienthal and Heine.” What is important
here is not the accuracy of every detail but the widespread attitude it
expressed.

These events in Germany were perceived in relation to simultaneous
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upheavals in Hungary: the establishment of Béla Kun's Soviet Republic
and the fact that the “Jewish” presence was even more massive there than
in Berlin and Munich. The British historian of Central Europe R. W.
Seton-Watson noted in May 1919: “Anti-Semitic feeling is growing
steadily in Budapest (which is not surprising, considering that not only the
whole Government, save 2, and 28 out of the 36 ministerial commission-
ers are Jews, but also a large proportion of the Red officers).” Some of
these revolutionaries, such as the notorious Tibor Szamuely, were indeed
downright sinister figures.* Finally, the massive disproportion of leaders of
Jewish origin among the Bolsheviks themselves seemed to give cogency to
what had become a pervasive myth that spread and resonated throughout
the Western world.®

There was no mystery in the fact that Jews joined the revolutionary left
in large numbers. These men and women belonged to the generation of
newly emancipated Jews who had abandoned the framework of religious
tradition for the ideas and ideals of rationalism and, more often than not,
for socialism (or Zionism). Their political choices derived both from the
discrimination to which they had been subjected, mainly in Russia but also
in Central Europe, and from the appeal of the socialist message of equality.
In the new socialist world, all of suffering humanity would be redeemed,
and with that, the Jewish stigma would disappear: It was, for at least some
of these “non-Jewish Jews,”™ a vision of a secularized messianism, which
may have sounded like a distant echo of the message of the Prophets they
no longer recognized. In fact, almost all of them were actually hostile, in
the name of revolutionary universalism, to anything Jewish. In no way did
they represent the political tendencies of the great majority of the Central
and Western European Jewish populations, which were politically liberal
or close to the Social Democrats; only a fraction was decidedly conserva-
tive. For example, the German Democratic Party, favored by most German
Jews, was the very epitome of the liberal center of the political scene.”
Much of this was ignored by the non-Jewish public. Particularly in
Germany the nationalist camp’s accumulated hatred needed a pretext and a
target for its outpourings. And so it pounced on the revolutionary Jews.

Rosa Luxemburg and the Jewish leaders in Bavaria represented the threat
of Jewish revolution. For the nationalists the appointment of a number of
Jewish cabinet ministers and other high officials proved that the hated
republic was indeed in Jewish hands; the Right could point to Hugo Haase,
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Otto Landsberg, Hugo Preuss, Eugen Schiffer, Emanuel Wurm, Oskar
Cohn, and to the most visible Jewish minister of all, Walther Rathenau,®
Rosa Luxemburg had beci murdered on January 15, 1919; Walther
Rathenau, appointed foreign minister barely six months before, was assas-
sinated on June 25, 1922.

Rathenau's murderers—Erwin Kern (aged twenty-four) and
Hermann Fischer (twenty-six), both members of a Free Corps unit called
Naval Brigade Ehrhardt, and their accomplices Ernst Werner Techow
(twenty-one), his brother Gerd (sixteen), and Ernst von Salomon, also a
former Free Corps member—were, in Salomon's words, “young men from
good families.” At their trial Techow declared that Rathenau was one of
the Elders of Zion.®

The canonical text of the Jewish-conspiracy theorists, Protocols of the
Elders of Zion, was secretly fabricated in the mid-1890s by order of Piotr
Rachkovsky, chief of the Paris office of the Okhrana, the czarist secret
police.” The Protocols coraprised elements of two works from the 1860s, 2
French anti-Napoleon III pamphlet and a German anti-Semitic novel,
Biarritz, by one Hermann Gédsche.” The entire concoction was meant to
fight the spread of liberalism inside the Russian Empire. Rachkovsky was
merely following the rich tradition of attributing worldwide conspiracies to
Jews.

The Protocols remained obscure until the outbreak of the Russian
Revolution. But the crumbling of the czarist regime and the disappearance
of the Romanovs and then of the Hohenzollern and Habsburg dynasties
suddenly endowed this mysterious text, which was carried westward by
flecing White Russians, with an entirely new significance. In Germany,
where the Profocols was excerpted in 1919 in the wilkisch publication Auf
Vorposten, it came to be considered concrete proof of the existence of dark
forces responsible for the nation's defeat in the war and for its postwar rev-
olutionary chaos, humiliation, and bondage at the hands of the victors.
Thirty-three German editions appeared in the years before Hitler's acces-
sion to power, and countless others after 1933.%

The various versions of the Profocols published over the decades in a
variety of languages share a basically identical core consisting of ‘purported
discussions held among the “Elders of Zion” at twenty-four secret meet-
ings. In the immediate future the elders are not to shy away from any vio-
lent means to achieve control of the world. Oddly enough total power is
not intended to lead to some harsh despotism aimed only at bencfiting the
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Jews. The ultimate goal is described as the establishment of a just and
socially oriented global regime. The people would rejoice at such benefi-
cent government, and their satisfaction would ensure the survival of the
Kingdom of Zion for centuries and centuries.

The last part of the Protocols reads like a prescription for some totali-
tarian utopia, precisely what many people longed for in that period of eco-
nomic uncertainty and political crisis. Why, then, did this booklet inspire
such fear and loathing? The hate effect of the Protocols was due simply to
the very idea of Jewish domination over the Christian world. The elders
were plotting the disintegration of Christendom. In the same vein the
destruction of traditional elites and the very idea of revolution were terify-
ing to the upper- and middle-class majority of the Protocols’ readers. A
1920 American edition, for instance, clearly linked the machinations of the
Elders of Zion to the Bolshevik peril.”*

In an article headlined “The Jewish Peril, a Disturbing Pamphlet: Call
for Inquiry,” the London Times of May 8, 1920, asked, “What are these
‘Protocols’? Are they authentic? If so, what malevolent assembly concocted
these plans and gloated over their exposition? Are they forgery? If so,
whence comes the uncanny note of prophecy, prophecy in part fulfilled, in
part far gone in the way of fulfillment?™ A year later the 7imes reversed
itself, declaring that the Protocols was indeed a forgery. Nonetheless the
May 1920 article had pointed to a fear buried deep in many minds: of
falling victim to secret forces lurking in the dark. The Profocols thus exac-
erbated to the most extreme degree the paranoia prevalent in those years of
crisis and disaster. If the Jewish threat was supranational, the struggle
against it had to become global too, and without compromise. Thus, in an
atmosphere suffused with concrete threats and imaginary forebodings,
redemptive anti-Semitism scemed, more than ever before, to offer answers
to the riddles of the time. And for the anti-Jewish true believers, the ulti-
mate struggle for salvation d ded the ditional fa of one
who could show the way and lead them into action.

\'
“Middle-class anti-Semites and young students came. . .. Adolf Hitler
spoke.” The Minchner Post was describing a meeting, in the spring of 1920,
of the former DAP (Deutsche Arbeiterpartei, or German Workers’ Party),
newly renamed NSDAP. “He behaved like a comedian. After every third
sentence of lecture, as in a music-hall song, came the ‘refrain’: the Hebrews
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are guilty. . .. One thing must be recognized: Herr Hitler himself admit-
ted that his speech was dictated by racial hatred. When the speaker
brought up the question of how one should defend oneself against the Jews,
calls from the assembly gave the answer: ‘Hang them! Kill them? ™

Although Hitlex, in the letter (quoted earlier) to Adolf Gemlich,
denounced emotional anti-Semitism and insisted on a rational, systematic
course in order to achieve total elimination of the Jews, his own style dur-
ing the first years of his anti-Jewish agitation was very close to the rabble-
rousing techniques of other wélkisch orators, and his arguments did not
reach far beyond the usual wolkisch interpretations of history.” “What hap-
pened to the city of the easy-going Viennese?” he asked on April 27, ina
speech entitled “Politics and Jewry,” and in answer exclaimed, “For shamel
It’s a second Jerusalem!” The police report at this point mentions “stormy.
applause.”™ None of that, however, amounted to a detailed presentation of
Hitler's anti-Jewish credo. A major attempt at this was made for the first
time on August 13, 1920, in a three-hour speech in the Hofbréuhaus, a
Munich beer hall. The announced title was “Why Are We Anti-
Semites?™

At the very outset Hitler reminded his listeners that his party was
spearheading a fight against the Jews that was of direct relevance to the
workers and their basic problems. There followed a long disquisition on
the essence of creative work. In a convoluted way, Hitler argued that work,
considered not as imposed necessity but as creative activity, had become the
very symbol and essence of the Nordic race, its ultimate form being the
construction of the state. This led him back to “the Jew.”

Taking the Bible, “which no one can say was written by an anti-
Semite,” as the basis for his argument, Hitler affirmed that for the Jew
work was punishment: The Jew was unable to work creatively and thus
unable to build a state. Work for him was but the exploitation of the
achievements of others. Starting from this postulate, Hitler then stated the
parasitic nature of Jewish existence in history: Throughout millennia, the
Jew’s subsistence and his racial striving to control the other people of the
carth meant the parasitic undermining of the very subsistence of the host
peoples, the exploitation of the work of others for the Jew’s own racial
interests. The absolute character of the racial imperative was unquestion-
able, and Hitler stated it in absolute terms: “With all that, we must recog-
nize that there is no good or bad Jew; everyone here works according to the
imperatives of the race, because the race—or do we prefer to say, the
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nation>—and all that is linked to it, character and so on, lies, as the Jew
himself explains, in the blood, and this blood compels every single individ-
ual to act according to these principles. . . . He is aJew: he is driven only by
one single thought: how do I raisc my nation to become the dominating
nation?™®

The National Socialist Party had entered the arena at this crucial
moment of the struggle. A new hope had arisen that “finally the day will
come when our words will fall silent and action will begin.”

As German historian Eberhard Jickel has emphasized, the broad
scope of Hitler's anti-Semitism appeared only in Mein Kampf;i® in which
the full force of the apocalyptic dimension of the anti-Jewish struggle
found its expression. That may have been an outcome of Hitdler's indepen-
dent evolution; it was probably the result of the ideological input of a man
whom Hitler met cither in late 1919 or early 1920: the writer, newspaper
editor, pamphileteer, drug addict, and alcoholic Dietrich Eckazt,

Eckart’s ideological influence on Hitler and the practical help he
extended to him on several decisive occasions between 1920 and 1923 have
often been mentioned. Hitler himself never denied Eckart’s impact: “He
shone in our eyes like a polar star,” he said of him, and added: “At the time,
T was intellectually a child at the bottle.”™ Mein Kampfwas dedicated to
Hitler's comrades killed during the 1923 putsch and to Dietrich Eckart
(who had died near Berchtesgaden on Christmas Eve 1923).

The notorious “dialogue” between Eckart and Hitler, Der Bol-
schewismus von Moses bis Lenin: Zuwicgesprach zwischen Adolf Hitler und Mir
(Bolshevism from Moses to Lenin: A Dialogue Between Adolf Hitler and
Myself), published some months after Eckart’s death, was written by
Dietrich Eckart alone, probably even without Hitler's knowledge.” For
some historians the Dialogue is the expression of Hitler’s basic ideological
stance with regard to the Jewish issue;"® for others the text belongs much
more to Eckart’s rather than to Hitler's way of thinking." Whoever the
author of the pamphlet may have been: “Everything we know about Eckart
and Hitler lends credence to the document s a representation of the rela-
tionship and the ideas they shared.””

The themes of the Dialogue clearly appear in Mein Kampf, wherever
Hitler's rhetoric surges to the historical level. What is i diatel
striking in the Dialogue, even in its very title, is that Bolshevism is not
identified with the ideology and the political force that came to power in
Russia in 1917; Bolshevism is instead the destructive action of the Jew
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throughout the ages. Indeed, during the early years of Hitler's carcer as an
agitator—and this includes the writing of the text of Mein Kampf—politi-
cal Bolshevism, although always recognized as one of the instruments used
by the Jews to achieve world domination, is 7o one of Hitler’s central
obsessions: It is a major theme only insofar as the Jews from whom it
derives are #be major theme. In other words, the revolutionary period of
1919 is not at center stage in Hitler's propaganda. Thus, to consider
Nazism primarily a panic reaction to the threat of Bolshevism, as has been
argued by German historian Ernst Nolte, for example, does not correspond
to what we know about Hitler’s early career.

"The Dialogue is dominated by the apocalyptic dimension attributed to
the Jewish threat. Eckart’s pamphlet is certainly one of the most extreme
presentations of the Jew as the force of evil in history. At the very end of the
text, “he” (that is, Hitler) sums up the ultimate aim of the Jew: “It is cer-
tainly 5o’ he said, ‘as you [Eckart] once wrote: “One can understand the Jew
only when one knows toward what he aims for in the end. Beyond the
domination of the world, toward the destruction of the world.” " This
vision of the world ending as a result of the Jew’s action reappears almost
word for word in Mein Kampf: “If, with the help of his Marxist creed, the
Jew is victorious over the other peoples of the world,” Hitler wrote, “his
crown will be the funeral wreath of humanity and this planet will, as it did
thousands of years ago, move through [the] ether devoid of human
beings.””

At the end of the second chapter of Mein Kampf comes the notorious
statement of faith: “Today I believe that I am acting in accordance with the
will of the Almighty Creator: by defending myself against the Jew, I am
fighting for the work of the Lord.”"* In Eckart, and in Hitler as he came to
state his creed from 1924 on, redemptive anti-Semitism found its ultimate
expression.

Some historians have turned Hitler's ideological expostulations into a
tight and highly coherent system, a cogent worldview (in its own terms);
others have entirely dismissed the signi of the ideological
as cither a system or as policy guidelines." Here it is argued that Hitler’s
worldview indicated the goals of his actions, albeit in very general terms,
and offered guidelines of sorts for concrete short-term political initiatives.
Its anti-Jewish themes, presented in clusters of obsessive ideas and images,
had the internal coherence of obsessions, particularly of the paranoid kind.
By definition there are no loopholes in such systems. Moreover, although
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Hitler’s worldview was entirely geared toward political propaganda and
political action, it was no less the expression of a fanatical belief. The com-
bination of total belief and a craving for mass mobilization and radical
action led naturally to the presentation of the worldview in simple and con-
stantly repeated propositions, whose proof was offered not by means of
intellectual constructs but by those of additional apodictic declarations
reinforced by a constant stream of violent images and emotionally loaded

phors. Whether these anti-Jewish
the rehashing of earlier and current anti-Semitic themes (which indeed
they were) is basically irrelevant, as their impact stemmed from Hitler's
personal tone and from his own individual style of presenting his metapo-
litical and political beliefs.

Does this mean that Hitler’s anti-Jewish obsessions ought to be ana-
lyzed in terms of individual pathology? It is a lead that has often been fol-
lowed;"™ it will not be taken up here. Suffice it to say that any such inter-
pretation usually appears to be highly speculative and often reductive.
Moreover, similar anti-Jewish images, similar threats, a similar readiness
for violence were shared from the outset by hundreds of thousands of
Germans belonging to the extreme right and later to the radical wing of the
Nazi Party. If “pathology” there was, it was shared. Rather than an individ-
ual structure, we must face the social pathology of sects. It is unusual, how-
ever, for a sect to become a modern political party, and it is even more
unusual for its leader and his followers to keep to their original fanaticism
once they have acceded to power. This, nonetheless, was the unlikely
course of things. And this road, which was to lead to domains of unfath-
omable human behavior, has a well-documented starting point lying in the
full light of history: the ranks of a small extremist party in postwar Bavaria,
which, after the failure of its 1923 putsch attempt, seemed doomed to
oblivion in the German Republic’s new atmosphere of increased political
stability.

were original or merely

Hitler relentlessly repeated a story of perdition caused by the Jew, and of
redemption by a total victory over the Jew. For the future Fiihrer, the Jew's
ominous end: were an all- i iratorial activity
extending throughout the span of Western history. The structure of
Hitler’s tale was not only inherent in its explicit content; it was also the
essence of the implicit message the story conveyed. Despite the pretense of
ahistorical analysis, the Jew, in Hitler’s description, was dehistoricized and
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transformed into an-4bstract principle of evil that confronted a no less
metahistorical counterpart just as immutable in its nature and role
throughout time—the Aryan race. Whereas Marxism stressed the conflict
of changing historical forces, Nazism and particularly Hitler's worldview,
considered history as the confrontation of an immutable good and an
immutable evil. The outcome could only be envisioned in religious terms:
perdition or redemption.

There was another level to Hitler’s vision of the Jewish enemy: The
Jew was both a superhuman force driving the peoples of the world to perdi-
tion and a subhuman cause of infection, disintegration, and death. The
first image, that of the superhurman force, raises a question left unanswered
both in Mein Kampf and in Hitler's specches: Why did the people of the
world offer no resistance, why for centuries had they been driven to ruin by
the machinations of the Jew without offering any effective resistance? This
question will arise strongly many years later, in connection with Hitlers
Reichstag specch of January 30, 1939, when he “prophesied” the extermi-
nation of the Jews if they were again to drive the European peoples into a
war. How was it that the nations of the world were unable to withstand
these machinations?

Implicit in this vision is a stupefied, hypnotized mass of peoples com-
pletely at the mercy of the Jewish conspiracy. They are the hapless cattle
killed by sneering Jewish ritual slaughterers in the final scenes of The
Eternal Jew, the film whose production was initiated and overseen by
Goebbels in 1939-40. But, as Hitler profusely showed in Mein Kampf; the
image of superhuman control typically gives way to the second one, subhu-
man threats of contamination, microbial infection, spreading pestilence.
These are the swarms of germ-carrying rats that will later appear in one of
the most repellent scenes of The Eternal Jew. Images of superhuman power
and subhuman pestilence are contrary representations, but Hitler
attributed both to one and the same being, as if an endlessly changing and
endlessly mimetic force had launched a constantly shifting offensive
against humanity.

Many of the images, not only in Hitler's vision of the Jew but lso in
Nazi anti-Semitism generally, seem to converge in such constant transfor-
mations. These images are the undistorted echo of past representations of
the Jew as endlessly changing and endlessly the same, a living dead, either
a ghostly wanderer or a ghostly ghetto inhabitant. Thus the all-pervasive
Jewish threat becomes in fact formless and unrepresentable; as such it leads
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to the most frightening phantasm of all: a threat that looms everywhere,
that, although it penetrates everything, is an invisible carrier of death, like
poison gas spreading over the battlefields of the Great War.

The last major writen expression of Hitler's anti-Jewish obsession was the
second volume of Mein Kampy; published in 1927. Another book by Hitler,
completed in 1928, remained in manuscript form:* It was politically safer
not to disclose the violence of the Fithrer's views, mainly on international
affairs, as he was now donning the garb of a statesman. In his speeches,
however, Hitler was less restrained.

In an article of November 5, 1925, headlined HITLER IN BRAUN-
SCHWEIG, the igische L reported a speech delivered
by the Nazi leader at a party meeting in the city’s concert hall. After men-
tioning some of the themes of the speech, the story noted that “Hitler dealt
with the Jews in well-known form and the usual fashion. One knows what
the National Socialists have to say against these citizens, and therefore we
may spare ourselves reporting how Hitler held forth on this theme."*

The writer of the article could not have put it more concisely or more
truthfully. A similar remark appeared in the Mecklenburger Nachrichten's
account, on May 5, 1926, of a Hitler speech in Schwerin two days earlier.’*
The hail of insults and threats against the Jews was, if at all, even more
massive than in the past. At this time hardly any of Hitler's speeches lacks
the kind of anti-Semitic rhetoric established in the early speeches and in
Mein Kampf. It is as if the failure of the 1923 putsch, as if imprisonment
and the temporary disbandment of the Nazi Party, had led to  heightened
fury, or as if the needs of political agitation demanded the most aggressive
and repetitive slogans that could possibly be mustered. The stock-market
Jews and Jewish i 1 capital were brandished side by side with
bloodthirsty Jewish revolutionaries; the themes of Jewish race defilement
and a Jewish conspiracy to control the world were fed to the delirious party
faithful with the same instantaneous effect. In order to hammer home his
attacks, Hitler used every rhetorical device, even the rather unusual
method of telling well-known Jewish jokes in order to illustrate the per-
versity of the Jewish soul."®

Yet, even in the aftermath of his imprisonment in Landsberg, when-
ever political expedience dictated caution in the use of gross anti-Jewish
outbursts, Hitler knew how to avoid the topic. When, on February 28,
1926, he spoke to the Hamburg National Club of 1919, a conservative-
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nationalist gssociation whose generally upper-class membership included a
number of former high-ranking officers, the Nazi leader simply avoided
reference to the Jews."” One is reminded of the “detachment” of his later
speech to the A ion of German Industrialists in Diisseldorf. But
what drove Hitler was his anti-Jewish hatred, and it was the calculated
Swn.wm.: that demanded effort. For Hitler the struggle against the Jews was

the ble basis and obsessional core of his undk ding of history,
politics, and political action.
i the anti-Jewish stance was reph din d terms.

‘Thus, according to  police report, Hitler declared in a speech in Munich
on December 18, 1926, that “Christmas was significant precisely for
National-Socialists, as Christ had been the greatest precursor in the strug-
gle against the Jewish world enemy. Christ had not been the apostle of
peace that the Church had afterward made of him, but rather was the
greatest fighting personality that had ever lived. For millennia the teaching
of Christ had been fandamental in the fight against the Jew as the enemy
of humanity. The task that Christ had started, he [Hitler] would fulfill.
National Socialism was nothing but a practical fulfillment of the reachings
of Christ.”®

Hitler’s speeches during the decisive year 1932 have not yet been pub-
lished as this book goes to press, but most of the diatribes of the years
1927-31 are now available:™ In them anti-Semitic hatred remained
prominent. Sometimes, as in Hitler’s ferocious polemic against the
Bavarian People’s Party (Bayerische Volkspartei, or BVP) in the Munich
speech of February 29, 1928, not very long before the May national elec-
tions, the agitator’s venom of the early twenties was back in full force, with
the Jews as the central issue because the BVP had rejected anti-Semitism,
The themes were the same; the rhetorical devices were the same; the deliri-
ous reactions of the crowd were the same: Speaker and audience were
thirsting for violence—against the same people, the Jews. ™

In the 1928 Reichstag elections, the Nazis received only 2.6 percent of
the vote (6.1 percent in Bavaria, 10.7 percent in Munich): The break-
through was yet to come. Anti-Jewish agitation continued. “We sce,”
Hitler exclaimed in his speech of August 31, 1928, “that in Germany,
Judaization progresses in literature, the theater, music, and film; that our
medical world is Judaized, and the world of our lawyers too; that in our
universities ever more Jews come to the fore. I am not astonished when a
proletarian says: ‘What do I care?’ But it is astonishing that in the national
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bourgeois camp there are people who say: “This is of no interest to us, we
don’t und: d this anti-Semitism.” They will unde d it when their
children toil under the whip of Jewish overseers.[italics in the original]”

After the stunning success of the NSDAP in the September 1930 clec-
tions, and during the almost two and a half years that followed until Hitler
acceded to the chancellorship, the Jewish theme indeed became less fre-
quent in his rhetoric, but it did not disappear. And when Hitler did refer to
the Jews, as, for example, in a speech on June 25, 1931, the reference car-
ried all the dire predictions of former years. In the first part of that speech,
Hitler described how the Jews had destroyed the Germanic leadership in
Russia and taken control of the country. In other nations the same process
was developing under the cover of democracy. But the finale was more
direct and more threatening: “The parties of the middle say: everything is
collapsing; we declare: what you see as collapse is the beginning of a new
era. There is but one question about this new era: will it come from the
German people . . . or will this era sink toward another people? Will the
Jew really become master of the world, will he organize its life, will he in
the future dominate the nations? This is the great question that will be
decided, one way or the other.”

For external consumption Hitler sounded far less apocalyptic, far more
moderate. In an interview given to the London Times in mid-October
1930, he assured the correspondent that he was not to be linked to any
pogroms. He merely wanted “Germany for the Germans”; his party did not
object to “decent Jews,” but if the Jews identified with Bolshevism—and
many unfortunately were inclined to do so—he would consider them ene-
mies.”” Incidentally, in articles published at the same time, Hitler
expressed his conviction that recurring reports about the growth of anti-
Semitism in the Soviet Union and interpretations of the conflict between
Stalin and Trotsky as a struggle between an anti-Semite and a Jew were
unfounded and farcical: “Stalin does not have to be circumcised, but nine-
tenths of his associates are authentic Hebrews. His actions only continue
the complete uprooting of the Russian people with the aim of its total sub-

s

jugation to the Jewish dictatorship.

‘Whatever Hitler may have been writing about the Jewish dictatorship
in the Soviet Union, in Germany some people were taken in by the appar-
ent ideological change expressed in the Times interview. On October 18,
1930, Arthur Mahraun, himself no philo-Semite and the leader of the con-
servative Jungdeutscher Orden, the youth movement of the newly formed
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