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ABSTRACT

The Effectiveness of Anti-Semitic Propaganda and
Rhetoric: Public Opinion in Nazi Germany

A thesis presented to the Department of Comparative History

Graduate School of Arts and Sciences
Brandeis University
Waltham, Massachusetts

By Dallas Rae Scouton-Johnson

Several attempts have been made by scholars to document public opinion during
the Third Reich; even more research has surrounded the various forms of propaganda in
Nazi Germany. Few sources, however, have explored the effects of anti-Semitic
propaganda and rhetoric on promoting the genocidal involvement of Germans under
Hitler and the Nazi Regime. This thesis provides such material, presenting a broad
spectrum of anti-Semitic views through propagandistic speeches, newspaper articles, and
secret police reports. More importantly, I have attempted to gauge the effectiveness of
propaganda on influencing German involvement in the genocide carried out against
European Jewry through the examination of public opinion reports such as those
collected by the Sicherheitsdienst, which aimed to monitor public mood and morale in
Germany. I have concluded that anti-Semitic propaganda and rhetoric undoubtedly
played a vital role in creating rampant indifference in Germany, the trumpeting of anti-
Jewish feelings, and consequently, widespread participation of German citizens in the

Holocaust.
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1. Introduction

Through the exploration of Nazi rhetoric, personal memoirs and diaries, secret
police reports, and newspaper articles, I have attempted to investigate what motivated
Germans to become complicit in the genocide carried out against European Jewry.
Christopher Browning has demonstrated that a unique mindset was not inherent in the
men and women who carried out the policy of mass murder. But the impact of anti-
Semitic propaganda and rhetoric on German public opinion is less clearly understood. By
extension, the influence that anti-Semitic propaganda and rhetoric had on passive
complicity in the Holocaust among the Germans of the Third Reich will form the
foundation of this thesis. For the purpose of this study I have distinguished between a
perpetrator and a ‘bystander,” or more simply, those who pulled the trigger or
implemented policies of mass murder, and those who acquiesced. More often than not,
those who identified themselves as ‘bystanders’ were in fact perpetrators.

Perhaps Adolf Eichmann never pulled the trigger, but, to be sure, he was a
perpetrator who played a vital role in the implementation of genocide against the Jews.
Additionally, he fostered the annihilation of Jews through facilitating their deportation to
ghettos and concentration camps for their eventual extirpation. ‘Jew Baiter Number One,’
Julius Streicher did not play a role in the implementation and adoption of genocide in
1941, nor was he a member of the SS, yet Streicher was found guilty and tried by the
International Military Tribunal for inciting the public in his anti-Semitic newspaper, Der
Stiirmer. Eichmann and Streicher are just two examples of the Schreibtischtdter during
the Third Reich, the desk murderers were fully aware of the extreme measures being

taken against the Jewish population in Europe. Many of those in Nazi Germany who did



not directly carry out policies of extermination were perpetrators through acts of
acquiescence; those who silently condoned the extermination and other brutal actions
carried out against the Jews made up the majority of the population in Germany.

The propaganda machine is a vital tool in fostering the creation of mythological
and fallacious beliefs, and in the case of Nazi Germany, propaganda resulted in pervasive
complicity and rampant acquiescence on the part of German citizens. How propaganda
influenced public opinion in Germany, that of perpetrators and ‘bystanders’ will be
examined through a multiplicity of sources including Lageberichte (situation reports) and

Stimmungsberichte (reports on public mood and morale).

2. Essential Scholarly Works

Subsequent scholarship has effectively dealt with questions and the importance of
propaganda in the context of the Third Reich; however, my niche on this topic will have a
slightly different approach. lan Kershaw’s Popular Opinion and Political Dissent in the
Third Reich: Bavaria 1933-1945 is a heuristic piece of work that examines the extent to
which popular opinion and opposition influenced Nazi policy in Germany under the
Third Reich. Kershaw analyzes everyday life and attitudes of “ordinary Germans.”
Kershaw presents a study that measures German reaction to propaganda through the
examination of opinion polls, voting figures, and secret police reports. Richard Evans’
equally important comprehensive study of the history of the Third Reich describes
Germans under Nazism as having been intimidated into acquiescence. Importance,
therefore, is placed on the effectiveness of the propaganda machine in molding popular
opinion into optimistic and enthusiastic support for the regime. Marlis Steinert’s

important study regarding public opinion in Hitler’s War and the Germans: Public Mood



and Attitude During the Second World War is essential to investigating the extent to
which reporting of public opinion in Germany was genuine and independent, manipulated
and controlled, and to examining specific factors that influenced public opinion under
Nazism.

Jeffrey Herf and Randall L. Bytwerk’s works are also crucial to understanding the
role of propaganda and rhetoric in the case of the Holocaust. Herf deals with
demonization and the ideological legitimization of murder in German society under
Nazism. Bytwerk focuses on both the success and failure of Nazi propaganda in his
scholarly study Bending Spines: The Propagandas of Nazi Germany and the German
Democratic Republic. Bytwerk pays particular attention to Julius Streicher, the “world’s
number one Jew-baiter,”" who is known for his vicious and prolific anti-Semitic views,
specifically for his weekly anti-Semitic newspaper Der Stiirmer, devoted to raising racial
hatred. These works, although masterfully laid out, fail to address the question of
compliance in Nazi Germany, more specifically, the impact of propaganda on German
public opinion and its influence on German collaboration. In the modern era, genocide
can only be carried out when there is societal complicity. The Holocaust could not have
taken place without the involvement of substantial segments of the German population.

The position I take in this essay will place more of an emphasis on the
effectiveness of propaganda on influencing Germans to become complicit in the genocide
carried out against European Jewry. Moreover, it will deal with the question of public
opinion among the German population in Nazi Germany. Sicherheitsdeinst (SD) reports
have been an important source for scholars in the investigation of public mood and

opinion under the Third Reich, collected, for example, in the eleven volume collection

' Bytwerk, Randall. Julius Streicher, (New York: Stein and Day Publishers, 1983), 1.



edited by Heinz Boberach, Meldungen aus dem Reich: Die geheimen Lageberichte

Sicherheitsdienstes der SS 1938-1945, which will also be analyzed throughout this thesis.

3. Sicherheitsdienst-SD Reports

Meldungen aus dem Reich, captured records of the Third Reich, contain secret
status reports from the Sicherheitsdienst with the help of the Reichsfiihrung (SS). (The
SD reports will hereafter be referred to as Meldungen aus dem Reich or MadR.). SD
intelligence units were not unique to the Third Reich; in fact, they were established at the
end of the Weimar Republic where they were initially designed to operate in conjunction
with the Gestapo. However, at the end of 1934, Himmler decided to differentiate the
function of the Gestapo from that of the SD. The primary objectives for both units were
to suppress opposition to the regime. The SD’s main responsibility was to obtain and
compile systematic summaries that monitored and analyzed public opinion and morale
among the civilian population in Nazi Germany. In order to accurately measure German
mood and to suppress opposition, the SD worked together with the SS under five
categories of reliability:

V-Leute (Vertrauensleute) Reliable party members

A-Leute (Agenten) Reliable informers, not necessarily party members
Z-Leute (Zubringer) Paid informers on contract

H-Leute (Helfer) Informers with personal motives

U-Leute (Unzuverldssige) Unreliable collaborators, ex-convicts”

2 Zipfel, Friedrich. Gestapo und Sicherheitsdienst. (Berlin-Grunewald: Arani Verlags-GmbH,
1960), 18.



In addition to monitoring public mood and suppressing opposition, the SD examined the
cultural, political, and economic situation in Germany. Meldungen aus dem Reich
comprises: Allgemeine Stimmung und Lage (public opinion), Gegener (opposition),
Kulturelle Gebiete (cultural areas), Recht und Verwaltung (law and administration),
Wirtschaft (economy), and Volkstum und Volksgesundheit (national identity and public
health).

The assessment of propaganda under the Reich was monitored very closely.
Reports portrayed the success of local propaganda activities, ‘reviews’ of films,
broadcasts, newspaper articles, etc. with particular emphasis on their “propaganda
effectiveness.” Goebbels believed that Nazi propaganda would be unsuccessful in
mobilizing Germans if the reports lacked an accurate and reliable account regarding
public responses to mass media. Goebbels believed that mass media were highly efficient
in propagating the objectives and demands of the regime, and the “organs of coercion,
notably the secret police, are equally efficient in enforcing their fulfillment.”* The
Propaganda Minister insisted that distorted and superficial reporting was detrimental to
the propaganda machine and ultimately to propagating the regime’s policies.” Goebbels
sought monopolistic control over public opinion and popular mood in Germany.

However, in October 1942, he realized he could not achieve it and war would only foster

3 Unger, Aryeh, L. The Totalitarian Party: Party and People in Nazi Germany & Soviet Russia.
(New York: Cambridge University Press, 1974), 228.

* Ibid., 43.

> Bankier, David, The Germans and the Final Solution: Public Opinion under Nazism. (Oxford:
Blackwell Publishers, 1992), 11.



the diminution of his power.’ He therefore declined to accept any further responsibility
for the public mood.’

Reinhard Heydrich was therefore made responsible for ensuring that Reports of
the Reich accurately gauged the prevailing opinion in the German Reich and that they
were promptly sent to the Nazi state and distributed to the appropriate district leaders.
Initially, reporting occurred three times a week and by May 1940 it was reduced to twice
a week. Reports consisted of information gathered by Nazi police, informers, and other
government agents. By 1944, reporting was significantly reduced to just a few regions in
Germany, and by the end of the war, coverage of the Standardberichte (standard reports)

came to a natural halt.

4. Limitations of Public Opinion Reports

Yet an important caveat must be added regarding public opinion reports. As with
all public opinion reports under a terroristic dictatorship, these meticulous accounts were
unquestionably biased and manipulated by district leaders as well as strictly monitored
and circumscribed. Germans under the Nazis were not at liberty to express any opposition
to the regime without harsh consequences; public opinion as laid forth in Reich reports
was manufactured and manipulated. Serious repercussions for opposition resulted in the
reluctance on the part of German citizens to openly state their opinion, causing the

authenticity of opinion to be questionable.

6 Steinert, M.G., Hitler’s War and the Germans: Public Mood and Attitude During the Second
World War, (Athens, OH: Ohio University Press, 1977), 10.

! Boelcke, Willi A., The Secret Conferences of Dr. Goebbels: The Nazi Propaganda War, 1939-
43. (New York: E.P. Dutton & Co.. Inc, 1970), 289.



Most of the reports revealed a general consensus of unwavering loyalty and
conformity to Hitler and the regime. Reports generally reflected unanimous optimism and
support. Under the category Allgemeine Stimmung und Lage, concerning the general
opinion of the people, the most common reaction indicated an overall positive perception
of the regime’s policies and rhetoric. For example, on the evening of Hitler’s birthday in
1942, Joseph Goebbels delivered a speech. SD reports gauged the effectiveness among
those on the receiving end. The Aligemeine Stimmung und Lage reported as follows, “die
Rede Dr. Goebbels am vorabend des Geburtstages des Fiihrers hat {iberall eine gute
Aufnahme gefunden.” [Dr. Goebbel’s speech on the evening of Hitler’s birthday was
overall well received.]*

Hitler made it evident that Party leaders were entrusted with maintaining positive
and optimistic morale within Germany and to remedy any indication of public life that
threatened to impair or damage popular morale,’ stating, “[L]et no one come and report to
me that morale in his region, his district, his group or his cell could ever be bad. You are
the bearers, the responsible bearers of morale.”'® Consequently, “functionaries of the
party were seldom in a position to produce ‘original’ adverse public opinion information,
whether true or false, for the simple reason that their access to critical and therefore

11

privately held opinion was limited and known to be so.” " Furthermore, all modes of

media including newspapers, radio, and other statements made by the press were

8 Boberach, Heinz, ed., Meldungen aus dem Reich: Auswahl aus den geheimen Lagesberichten
des Sicherheitsdienstes der SS 1939-1944. (Berlin, Germany: Manfred Pawlak
Verlagsgesellschaft: 1984), (Nr. 278) 23. April 1942, seiten 3659-3671, Band 10.

K Unger, 227.

10 Aryeh L. Unger, “Public Opinion Reports of the Nazi Party,” The Public Opinion Quarterly
Vol. 29, No. 4 (Winter, 1965-1966): 574.

" Ibid., 572.




subjected to government censorship from the years 1939 to 1945 and therefore proved to
be an unreliable source for surveying public opinion in Germany.'?

Like Goebbels, Himmler took the SD reports very seriously, though he refused to
believe the reality of the evidence, choosing instead to fabricate the truth, skewing the
results to make them appear more positive and in alignment with Nazi objectives. Like
Hitler, Himmler refused to believe in the existence of any opposition or hostile public
attitudes since “the reality stood in opposition to the myth of national unity so cherished
by the Nazis. Thus, reports from all over the Reich detected harsh criticism of a speech
delivered by Hitler. Himmler, as usual, refused to believe this, claiming that the writers of
the reports were exploiting them to voice their own defeatist attitudes and lack of faith.”"
To be sure, public opinion reports by the Sicherheitsdienst were undeniably manipulated
and altered in order to conform to Hitler’s utopian desires and his apparent inability to
face any resistance to the regime.

Hitler demanded an optimistic and enthusiastic Germany that presented an
unwavering devotion to the Nazi Regime; Hitler’s demands were stressed in a speech
given on 1 February 1945:

Dispatches and reports should give a sober, truthful picture of the

situation. Every embellishment and every concealment of important facts

1s just as basically wrong as the frivolous passing on of negative rumors

which for the most part do not relate to the true state of affairs, but are the
products of fantasies of anxious minds. '*

12 Steinert, 10.
13 Bankier, 12.
14 Unger, The Totalitarian Party, 233.



Ultimately, demands made by Hitler resulted in the falsification of public opinion in
Germany: “special mention should be made of the ideological and propagandistic
techniques employed by the regime to create opinions. It was the task of propaganda to
produce the unity of the Volk and leadership postulated by National Socialism, to
preserve it and extend it to ever larger circles.”"” Initial SD reports demonstrated
evidence of an increasing number of German citizens subscribing to foreign newspapers,
listening to foreign radio stations, and an overall decline in adherence to the regime.
Hitler sought to mitigate apathy among German citizens by intensifying propaganda,
which would attempt to restore their faith in the regime by proving its stability. Hitler’s
September 1936 rally speech was an attempt to boost party morale:

Above all, the Party must embody the optimism we National Socialists

know so well. Every fault can be overcome, and its manifestations are

easier to eliminate than pessimism and its consequences. Let him beware

who has no faith [in Adolf Hitler]. He is committing a sin against the

meaning of life as a whole. He is of no use for anything, and his existence

will be nothing but a burden to his Volk. In the course of my political

struggle—and unfortunately I must stress this again—it was particularly in

bourgeois circles that [ encountered these sorry pessimists who, in their

pitiful state, are incapable of any faith whatsoever and hence could not be

used for any redeeming action.'®
Hitler’s 1936 speech was an effort to prove Nazi vitality and joie de vivre; there was no
room for pessimism or apathy under the Third Reich. What National Socialist documents
avoid saying is perhaps more important than what was said. The exploitation and
disputed legitimacy of these reports does not diminish their importance; rather, one must

read these reports with caution and assume that the truth lies somewhere between the

lines.

15 Steinert, 10.
16 Domarus, Max. Hitler: Speeches and Proclamations, 1932-1945. vol. 2 (Wauconda, IL:
Bolchazy-Carducci Publishers, 1997), 841.



5. Perpetrators and Bystanders

It is problematic to fuse perpetrators and bystanders when discussing public
opinion and complicity. Collusion will be defined as the participation of those such as
high ranking military and government officials including the Schutzstaffel (SS) officers,
directly associated with carrying out and or laying the foundation for the implementation
of anti-Semitic measures. Raul Hilberg, however, argued that the implementation of the
final solution was ultimately dependent upon bystanders as well as perpetrators. He
asserted that occasionally bystanders became perpetrators themselves. Sometimes
bystanders participated as informants or by profiting from Jewish spoliation:'’

Whereas many Germans walked away from the Jews, they were eager

enough to acquire some Jewish property...Virtually everything was sold.

All over Germany, tens of thousands of Jewish apartments were taken

over; furniture from Jewish homes in Germany and western countries

graced German offices and private German residences; and smaller objects

were distributed to the needy, sometimes from the killing centers where

they had been collected. The recipients did not ask many questions.'®
Perhaps destitute German citizens who accepted former Jewish possessions without
asking questions were not necessarily perpetrators but, rather, somewhere in a continuum,
yet were not in much of a position to refuse. Therefore, using the terms ‘perpetrator’ and
‘bystander’ is intrinsically problematic and therefore, it is crucial to employ these terms
with vigilance.

Those members of a genocidal society who acquiesced and who did not directly

participate in massacres, or actively oppose the genocidal regime, will also be classified

as perpetrators. Dirk Moses, an expert in genocide studies had the following to say about

17 Hilberg, Raul. Perpetrators, Victims, Bystanders: The Jewish Catastrophe, 1933-1945. (New
York, NY: Harper Collins Publishers: 1992), xi-xii.
" Ibid., 196-197.
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bystanders: “where genocide was not consciously willed, then it was implicitly intended
in the sense of the silent condoning, sometimes agonized acceptance, of a chain of events
for which they were co-responsible and were not prepared to rupture.””’ German citizens
had known as much or as little as they wanted to know regarding the Holocaust and the
actions taken against the Jews.?
I. Rationalization

According to Hilberg, “those who lived in Adolf Hitler’s Europe would have
described themselves, with few exceptions, as bystanders. They were not ‘involved,” not
willing to hurt the victims and not wishing to be hurt by the perpetrators. Yet the reality
was not always so uncomplicated.”' Rudolf Hoess was no exception to the long list of
complicit perpetrators, one who believed he had merely followed orders. Therefore, the
actions carried out under his command were not his burden to bear:

I did not have the slightest idea of their scale of consequences. It was

certainly an extraordinary and monstrous order. Nevertheless the reasons

behind the extermination program seemed to be right. I did not reflect on it

at the time. I had been given an order, and I had to carry it out. Whether

this mass extermination of the Jews was necessary or not was something

on which I could not allow myself to form an opinion. >
Hoess is the archetypal perpetrator acting out of mindless obedience and is an example
of how one may become loyal to a genocidal regimes policy.

The case of Adolf Eichmann provides additional support to the claim of a

traditionally high authoritarian obedience in German culture. “All my life I have been

accustomed to obedience, from early childhood...used to being led, in business and in

' Moses, Dirk A. Genocide and Settlers Society: Frontier Violence and Stolen Indigenous
Children in Australian History. (New York, NY: Verso Books, 2003), 30.

20 Bytwerk, Randall: Bending Spines: The Propagandas of Nazi Germany and the German
Democratic Republic. (East Lansing, MI: Michigan State University Press, 2004), 157-158.
21 Hilberg, xi.

22 Hoess, 160.
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everything else...That’s how it has always been. Little by little, we were taught all these
things. We grew into them, all we knew was obedience to orders.”” The German legacy
of strong authority orientation was the primary teaching used to indoctrinate Nazi youth
and likely assisted in the Nazi establishment’s rise to power.”* The example of Hoess and
Eichmann lends credence to strong values of authoritarian obedience in German culture
in the nineteenth-century.

Hilberg’s model of perpetrator rationalization is subdivided into five categories of
“self-deception” and may be useful for understanding the legitimization of killing: first,
the doctrine of superior orders, second, impersonal duty, third, shifting moral standards,
fourth, powerlessness and diffusion of responsibility, and finally, the combative reality of
nature.”” This type of rationalization occurring among complicit Germans was a result of
Nazi rhetoric. Hitler was a misanthropic demagogue and gave fiercely passionate,
charismatic speeches. The credulous men who became perpetrators were swayed by
invidious arguments delivered by Hitler and their more immediate superiors who
convinced them that they would be exonerated of all responsibility; therefore
experiencing a diffusion of responsibility.

Contrary to the popular opinion and public mood reports, there was not a uniform
public opinion indicating strong and optimistic adherence to the Nazi regime.
Additionally, the majority of Germans were not at all enthusiastic about the possibility of
war. “Ultimately, therefore, dynamic hatred of the masses was unnecessary. Their latent

anti-Semitism and apathy sufficed to allow the increasingly criminal ‘dynamic’ hatred of

2 Waller, 181.
* 1bid., 183.
2 1bid., 188.
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the Nazi regime the autonomy it needed to set in motion the Holocaust.”*® German
acquiescence was likely a consequence of a prevailing fear, the fear of war, and general
anxieties swirling around a totalitarian state based on terror. Moreover, Germans were
simply “yearning for peace” and stability.”’ Lieutenants and other high officers gave
impassioned speeches in an attempt to convince the men that the actions they were being
ordered to carry out were in fact justified. Many men were persuaded by this type of
powerful rhetoric, and, therefore, felt their participation in the mass execution of Jews
was warranted.

I1. Enthusiastic Participants?

The perpetrators were not driven by a conscious desire to participate in the
eradication of European Jews as Daniel Goldhagen proposes, nor were they inherently
evil by nature or birth and many of the men probably did not share the regime’s ideology.
In 1936, the Gestapo merged with the SS under the command of Heinrich Himmler; the
SS were the most responsible for carrying out the implementation of mass extermination.
Those who carried out anti-Semitic measures under Himmler both intended to do so and
were among the most zealous of the SS. Jeffrey Herf expresses the importance of anti-
Semitism in the implementation of Nazi policy but also recognizes that genocide was not
the traditional norm: “radical anti-Semitism had been preceded by a despicable but
nongenocidal traditional anti-Semitism that had largely shaped Nazi polices of anti-
Jewish persecution from 1933 to 1941.”*® Goldhagen’s argument is quite problematic as

it assumes an “eliminationist anti-Semitism” and “exclusionist” cultural model within

26 Kershaw, Popular Opinion and Political Dissent in the Third Reich: Bavaria 1933-1945.

(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1983), 372.

27 Steinert, 7.

28 Herf, Jeffrey, The Jewish Enemy: Nazi Propaganda During World War Il and the Holocaust.
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2006), 256-66.

13



German society during the Holocaust. In Goldhagen’s Hitler’s Willing Executioners, he
definitively concludes:

When given the opportunity by the Nazi state, ordinary Germans, inspired

by a genocidal ideology that played upon preexisting and highly

motivating anti-Semitic values and beliefs, willingly and enthusiastically

participated in the ‘extermination’ of millions of dehumanized Jews. *’
Indeed, Goldhagen’s argument of an inherently anti-Semitic Germany is not only
irrational but upon detailed analysis it is seemingly false, rather, “German citizens had
been indoctrinated by Nazi propaganda into becoming ideological antisemites.”°

Consequently, when Germans claimed that they had known nothing about the
Holocaust, they were engaging in what Randall Bytwerk called ‘“a mixture of truth and
self-deception” and what Ian Kershaw explains as the Jews being “out of sight and
literally out of mind.”' Not wanting to know meant knowing enough to know that one
does not want to know more.**> Moreover, German citizens who acted as bystanders did
not classify themselves as such, in fact, they were themselves afraid of what they called

»33 and the ramifications that would follow if they were to rebel against

“perpetrators
established orders. Participants including perpetrators and bystanders coalesced into a
group of men who adopted the Nazi vision of race and hate as their newly legitimate
belief. These issues will be explored through the examination of various scholarly works

including those aforementioned, emphasizing propaganda and more specifically, Nazi

rhetoric when referencing the Holocaust.

» Hinton, 24.

30 Kershaw, xxi.

*! bid., 364.

32 Bytwerk, Randall: Bending Spines,157-158.
* Hilberg, xi.
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I11. Diffusion of Responsibility

4
3 and

Ordinary people obey authority as long as responsibility is “free-floating
justified. This is the phenomenon of diffusion of responsibility, which resulted in regular
Germans becoming ordinary killers. Similarly, Hilberg suggests that the role of the
perpetrator played a crucial role in the formulation and implementation of anti-Jewish
measures. Furthermore, he argues that complicity among perpetrators had its foundation
in the belief that what he was doing was impersonal. The perpetrator contended that he
was merely acting in accordance with his position and duties; he was simply following
orders and, therefore, not directly involved.”” Diffusion of responsibility may be defined
as “the phenomenon in which the presence of other people leads to a diminished sense of

personal responsibility to act;” *°

it allowed perpetrators of the Holocaust to feel less
responsible for the events and situations in which they were involved.

Authoritarian obedience is key in understanding genocidal collaboration: “For
most people, killing is easier when it is authorized by another person or institution.
Responsibility is displaced onto that authority and moral inhibitions that might apply are
mitigated by the authorization.”’ Auschwitz Commander Rudolf Hoess’ autobiography,
Commandant of Auschwitz, declares his loyalty to Hitler and to the Nazi regime.

Moreover, Hoess illustrates an exemplary example of a man strictly following orders,

thus, adhering to authoritarian obedience and the Nazi cause:

** Browning, Christopher. Ordinary Men: Reserve Police Battalion 101 and the Final
Solution in Poland. (New York, NY: Harper Perennial, 1998).

3 Hilberg, ix-xi.

3% Western, Drew. Psychology: Mind, Brain, & Culture. (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,

1999), 714.

37 Hinton, 279.
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If the Fiihrer had himself given the order for the ‘final solution of the

Jewish question,’ then, for a veteran National Socialist and even more so

for an SS officer there could be no question of considering its merits. ‘The

Fiihrer commands, we follow’ was never a mere phrase or slogan. It was

meant in bitter earnest.”®
Professor of psychiatry, Dr. Robert J. Lifton declares in his work Medical Killing and the
Psychology of Genocide: The Nazi Doctors that “one either adheres to the sacred
community or is seen, and sees oneself as a murderous, cowardly traitor.”® Lifton
explains that the SS was the elite community and its members were required to take the
SS oath to Hitler and become what he terms “ideological fighters:” “I swear to you, Adolf
Hitler-as the Fiihrer and Chancellor of the Reich-loyalty and bravery. I pledge to you and
to my superiors, appointed by you, obedience unto death, so help me God.”*’

Robert J. Lifton argues that “doubling” is the psychological means by which one
summons the evil potential of the self and refers to a sort of “healing-killing” paradox.*!
Lifton deduces that Nazi doctors made a “Faustian choice for evil: in the process of
doubling, in fact, lies an overall key to human evil.”** Nazi doctors had convinced
themselves that it was their duty to kill the Jews in an effort to heal the Nordic race. It
was in their mind, a movement toward a so-called noble “organic renewal:"**
The Germans of the Nazi era came to epitomize the process of numbing
and derealization not because they were inherently more evil than other
people, but because they succeeded in making use of this form of doubling

for tapping the general human moral and psychological potential for
mobilizing evil on a vast scale and channeling it into systematic killing.**

** Hoess, Rudolf. Commandant of Auschwitz: The Autobiography of Rudolf Hoess. (Cleveland,
Ohio: The World Publishing Company, 1959), 160.

39 Lifton, Robert J. Medical Killing & the Psychology of Genocide: The Nazi Doctors, 434.
“1bid., 435.

' Tbid., 423.

“1Tbid., 424.

“Tbid., 431.

“1bid., 464.
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Lifton argues that this “healing-killing” paradox was widely practiced, especially among
Nazi doctors, exemplifying the overall function of the Nazi regime.*> Many perpetrators
of genocide are convinced that their complicity in mass murder is justified as long as they
are following direct orders. The conduct of perpetrators is “legitimized by the conviction
that killing, or being willing to kill, members of another group of people is necessary for
the safety and security of one’s own group.”® “One must kill the enemy in order to

Jo . 4
preserve or heal one’s people, military, unit, oneself.”*’

6. Collaboration

I. Indifference

The cataclysms of the Second World War bred indifference and self-interest
among German citizens. The majority of collaborators were, therefore, made up of those
who were apathetic towards outside life and occurrences, namely, brutal measures
ensuing the Jewish population in Europe. In the words of Ian Kershaw: “The road to
Auschwitz was built by hate, but paved with indifference.” Popular opinion, largely
indifferent and imbued with anti-Jewish feeling was “further bolstered by propaganda,
provided the climate within which spiraling Nazi aggression towards Jews could take
place unchallenged. But it did not provoke radicalization in the first place.”® Most
Germans under the Third Reich considered their own pressing livelihood to be of utmost
importance; the Jewish ‘situation’ ranked seemingly low on their list of priorities,

especially in the midst of war when people faced heightened anxiety and hardships:*’

“1bid., 431.

* Waller, 186.

*7 Lifton, 431.

48 Kershaw, Popular Opinion and Political Dissent, 277.
* Ibid., xxi.
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The depersonalization of the Jew had been the real area of success of Nazi

policy and propaganda on the Jewish Question. Coupled with the

inevitable concern for matters only of immediate and personal importance,

mainly the routine day-to-day economic worries, and the undoubted

further weakening that the war brought in questions of moral principle, it

ensures that the fate of the Jews would be far from the forefront of the

people’s minds during the war years.”
Pervasive intimidation in conjunction with indifference towards the remaining Jewish
minority in Germany may explain the lack of involvement and the widespread passivity
toward Jewish deportations in the fall of 1941. Most Reich Reports, however, fail to
mention any sort of public reaction to the deportations, “confining their comments to a
cold, factual account of the ‘evacuations’.”” ! Interest in the Jewish ‘situation’ was for the
most part out of self-interest and material advantages accompanied by a widespread
“emotionless acceptance.” >

In a study done by former psychologist Michael Miiller-Claudius, Party members
who joined either the NSDAP or the Hitler Youth before 1933 were asked their opinion
regarding their direct involvement in the Holocaust. The study revealed that five-percent
approved of the necessity to exterminate Jews; making remarks such as: “The Fiihrer has
decided upon the extermination of Jewry and promised it. He will carry it out.” Twenty-
one percent of those participating in the study believed the Nazi claim that the Jews were
a danger to Germany and responsible for German cataclysm; they rejected responsibility
for their own involvement in the ‘Final Solution.” And finally, sixty-two percent of those

studied gave testimonies indicative of indifference, suggesting that, “there’s no point in

thinking about it. The decision lies with Hitler alone,” and “I prefer not to speak of it. It’s

% Ibid., 360.
1 Ibid., 362-63.
32 Ibid., 363.
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simply not possible to form an opinion on it.”>® The interviews conducted by Miiller-
Claudius are significant in that they show a pattern indicative of a belief in the Nazi cause
and ideology, and more importantly, the majority of the participants of the study admitted
to their feelings of indifference and submission to Nazi policies.
I1. Self-Interest

Few Germans proved to be rebellious. They continued to acquiesce or carried out
orders to kill. For the majority of the German population, the ‘Jewish Question’ was
hardly a fundamental concern during the war years. Indifference and self-interest on the
part of Germans during the war period likely played a significant contributing role to the
lack of resistance against Nazi policy. Most Germans were probably opposed to the Jews
during the Third Reich, welcoming “their exclusion from economy and society” since
they viewed them as a dangerous minority of the German state:>*

Far from objecting to the police and SS taking offenders out of the judicial

system, or complaining about the Gestapo’s habit of arresting prisoners on

their release from custody and putting them straight into concentration

camps, the judiciary and legal and penal administrators were happy to co-
operate in this whole process of subversion of the rule of law.”

36 resulted in

Perhaps fear and a profound “sense of hopelessness at crossing the Nazis
the lack of significant expressions of opposition and heightened indifference regarding

the actions being carried out against their Jewish neighbors, “there is a marked,

remarkable indifference to death, which no longer presses. One walks past corpses with

>3 Kershaw, lan, The ‘Hitler Myth:’ Image and Reality in the Third Reich. (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1987), 243.

**bid., 371.

> Evans, Richard. The Third Reich in Power: 1933-1939. (New York, NY: The Penguin Press,
2005), 73.

26 Kershaw, Popular Opinion and Political Dissent, 377-78.
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indifference.”’ Moreover, the majority of Germans had no part in the functioning of the
death camps. Nevertheless, they were well aware of the intensifying persecution of Jews
yet were disinterested in knowing their fate.’® For relatively few Germans, the ‘Jewish

Question’ as a dominant concern during the Second World War was not important.>

7. Ideological Indoctrination

Ideological indoctrination transmitted through forms of propaganda persuaded
Germans to become complicit Nazis. Anti-Semitism in and of itself is neither a sufficient
explanation nor a sound one. Lifton dedicates part of his research to the “ethos and
deadly logic” surrounding the Nazi regime. He argues that “Nazi ethos was the claim to
logic, rationality and science” and was crucial to Nazi society.®’ Killing the Jews and
their threat was necessary in order to hold together the individual self as well as for the
greater good of German society. Within virtually every social collective, the dominant
group sets the moral norms, and therefore every society can potentially become complicit
in mass murder if faced with similar circumstances to those of the Holocaust. These were
men who were influenced by an atmosphere of genocide and came to recognize killing as
the only solution. Lifton discusses the significance of the role of educated professionals
in genocidal involvement. Physicians, scientists, engineers, university professors and

even lawyers created the technology of genocide and its ideological rationale:®'

> Ringelblum. Emmanuel. ed., Jacob Sloan. Notes From the Warsaw Ghetto: The Journal of
Emmanuel Ringelblum. (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1958), 194.

o8 Bytwerk, Randall, Preface.

59 Kershaw, 368.

* Lifton, 434.

°! Lifton, 490.
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Men are drawn to these groups of professional killers by destructive

psychological traits that can be considered psychopathic, but also by

omnipotence and sadism, aggressiveness and violence, and inclinations

toward numbing and doubling that are within ordinary social range.”
Lifton argues that it was the combined elements of military discipline and ideology that
formed efficient killing units. Under the Nazis’ genocidal regime, cultural norms were
transformed and became wide spread under the Reich Citizenship Laws of 1935.
I. Ethnic Virtue

On January 30, 1937, Hitler presented a speech on Racial Policy in Berlin. Hitler
preached a racial way of thinking. It was an idea that fundamentally transformed the
culture of Germany. The racial view was based on National Socialist views of inheritance
and the “inequality of the races:”

I speak prophetically. Just as the discovery that the earth moved around

the sun led to a complete transformation of the way people looked at the

world, so too the blood and racial teachings of National Socialism will

change our understanding of mankind’s past and its future...Humanity is

not equal. Just as plants and animals are of different types, so too are

63

people.
The Third Reich led its followers to presume that its values were based on long standing
ethnic German traditions, and that the regime held the welfare of the German people in its
best interest. Through propaganda and indoctrination, the Nazi regime sought the support
of the German people and Nazi law aimed to regulate human activities with the goal of
introducing rationality and predictability into social relationships.®* Preexisting values

such as national pride and a strong sense of ethnic virtue were distorted by their

connection to new ideologies that included theories of so-called “organic German blood”

% Lifton, 492.

5 Bytwerk, Randall, “Rassenpolitik.” <http://www.calvin.edu/academic/cas/gpa/rassenpo.htm.>
64 Noakes, J. and Pridham, G. Nazism: 1919-1945, State, Economy and Society 1933-1939.
(Great Britain: Short Run Press Ltd, Exeter, 1984), 277.
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and a racial notion of citizenship.®® Nazism presented a convincing and appealing
ideology for citizens of Germany to adopt. Hitler justified the killing of the with science
and logic: “he was relentlessly logical and in this way derived the conclusion that he who
loves the human race must destroy the Jews.”®
I1. Nazi Ideology

The “Nazi conscience” contains important newly integrated values that
established a new set of societal behavioral norms. The “Nazi conscience” is described by
Claudia Koonz as “a secular ethos that extended reciprocity only to members of the
Aryan community...Guided by the virulent racism expressed in Mein Kampf, the Nazi
state removed entire categories of people from most Germans® moral map.”®’ Several
new behavioral codes were integrated into German life under the “Nazi Conscience.” For
example, the denial of human rights of racial groups deemed inferior and a newly
adopted set of values to abide by. Although anti-Semitism may have been present in
German culture, it was not previously the societal norm to eradicate an entire population
of people solely based on ethnic difference. In fact, Jews had been widely tolerated in
Germany before Hitler’s rise to power.

These newly adopted values were “relative, contingent upon time and place.”*®
One aspect of the Nazi conscience is the legitimation of outright violence against

‘undesirable’ populations living under Nazi territory: “It could be morally acceptable-

especially in wartime-to extinguish ‘lower’ civilizations that stood in the way of

% Hinton, Alexander. Annihilating Difference: The Anthropology of Genocide. (Berkeley & Los
Angeles, CA: University of California Press, 2002), 230.

% Lifton, Robert 439.

%7 Koonz, Claudia, The Nazi Conscience. (Cambridge, The Belknap Press of Harvard University

Press, 2003), 6.

* Ibid., 7.
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7 under Nazism encouraged Germans to seek

‘progress’.”®’ “Ethnic Fundamentalism
retribution for past wrongs and to create a utopian future cleansed of ethnic impurity:

Ethnic fundamentalism claims to defend an ancient spiritual heritage

against the corrosive values of industrialized, urban society...ethnic

fundamentalism summons its followers to seek vengeance for past wrongs

and to forge a glorious future cleansed of ethnic aliens. Its leaders, often

endowed with a charismatic aura, mobilize followers to participate in a

moral universe that is accessible only to those who share a language,

religion, culture, or homeland.”

This sort of ethnic fundamentalism that became a major part of Nazi ideology and was
largely intensified by anti-Semitic propaganda persuaded many Germans to become both
complicit and indifferent towards actions taken against Jews in Germany.’” Propaganda
played a crucial role in transmitting these ideologies and therefore, Germans were
undoubtedly swayed by factors additional to anti-Semitism.

The “Nazi conscience” was the driving ideological force of perpetrator complicity
in Nazi Germany; it was an ethos that denied universal human rights to those it deemed
unworthy. This concept became widely accepted and internalized among German citizens
under the Nazi establishment.”® According to Lifton, logical extremities resulted in
paranoia in order to hold together the individual self. He identifies paranoia as a form of
“a disease of logic, of logic gone mad.” As a part of Hitler’s Racial Policy speech, he
declared the following:

The environment does not form people...People form the

environment...The investigations are at an early stage, but we already

know that there is hardly a nation in North Africa, the Near East, Iran,

India and as far as Turkestan that does not show wonderful evidence of
Nordic culture. It must fill us with pride that in our own homeland, in

% 1bid., 7.

" 1bid., 13.
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™ Kershaw, The ‘Hitler Myth,” 277.
73 Koonz, 3-4.
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Germany, culture has blossomed in unbroken lines for more than 5000
years, created by people of our blood, our nature, our ancestry. '*

Nazism promised to emancipate ancient values of honor and dignity from materialism
and inferiority, and it offered comfort. Koonz describes this need for a prophetic ‘savior,’
“Hitler heard Germans’ hunger for a government they could trust and a national purpose
they could believe in...Hitler promised to rescue old-fashioned values of honor and
dignity from the materialism, degeneracy, and cosmopolitanism of modern life.”
Hitler’s promises of a new and racially pure Germany assisted in the abandonment of
typical societal norms and the adoption of a pure and ‘organic’ racial ideology.
I11. Racial Utopia

One of the first forms of exclusion Jews faced was from the German economy.
They were prohibited from owning shops, markets, factories, stocks, and property since
they were believed to be responsible for controlling the government, the press, the
economic life, the arts, and worst of all, the corruption of the biological purity of the
Aryan race through intermarriage.’® These beliefs included laws excluding Jews from the
economy and later from the cultural arena as well. Jews were prohibited from attending
German theatres, concerts, and German schools. They became restricted to their own
cultural activities and were therefore prohibited from any involvement in German society
under the Reich Citizenship Laws of 1935. These laws determined the rights of the
Jewish population; they redefined the culture of Germany and who was included within

it. Following the newly implemented laws came the official outbreak of war in 1939 with

Germany’s invasion of Poland. Not only did this signify a major turning point in Nazi

™ Lifton, 440.

s Koonz, 2.
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policies, but it also proved to be the beginning of publicly blaming Jews for the war,
hence, defining them as the enemy.

On 30 January 1939, the anniversary of Hitler’s appointment as Chancellor of the
Third Reich, Hitler stated in a speech to the Reichstag in regards to the prevailing Jewish
Question:

German culture is exclusively German; it is not Jewish...I believe the

earlier this problem is resolved, the better. For Europe cannot find peace

before it has dealt properly with the Jewish question. There is more than

enough room for settlement on this earth. All we need to do is put an end

to the prevailing assumption that the Dear Lord chose the Jewish people to

be the beneficiaries...Either the Jews will have to adjust to constructive,

respectable activities, such as other people are already engaged in, or

sooner or later, they will succumb to a crisis of yet inconceivable

proportions.”’
Not only did Hitler internalize and legitimize Jews as the enemy, the speech of 30
January 1939 marked a watershed for what would appear to be a prophecy of what was to
come. The perception of Jews as the other and as the enemy became widespread
throughout Germany and was transmitted through propaganda in the form of films,
speeches, and newspapers. Consequently, it altered behavioral norms and the legal

culture of the society resulting in the further complicity that concluded in the near total

extermination of Jews from Europe.

" Domarus, Max, Hitler: Speeches and Proclamations, 1932-1945. vol. 3 (Wauconda, IL:
Bolchazy-Carducci Publishers, 1997), 1448-49.
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8. The Dangers of Propaganda and Nazi Rhetoric

Propaganda fostered retaliation against Jews, especially in Germany. This was
largely a result of the cliché “The Jews are guilty.” In 1940, Joseph Goebbels established
a weekly newspaper, Das Reich, the official anti-Semitic newspaper of the Third Reich.
In an article dated 16 November 1941, Goebbels placed blame on the Jews for the
outbreak of war. Goebbels’ essay, Die Juden sind Schuld, [the Jews are guilty] explains
the importance of the destruction of European Jewry and the necessity to carry out the
Fiihrer’s prophecy made on 30 January 1939:

Die historische Schuld des Weltjudentums am Ausbruch und an der
Ausweitung dieses Krieges ist so hinreichend erwiesen, daf} dariiber keine
Worte mehr zu verlieren sind. Die Juden wollten ihren Krieg, und sie haben
thn nun. Aber es bewahrheitet sich an ihnen auch die Prophezeiung, die der
Fiihrer am 30. Januar 1939 im Deutschen Reichstag aussprach, daf3, wenn es
dem internationalen Finanzjudentum gelingen sollte, die Volker noch
einmal in einen Weltkrieg zu stiirzen, das Ergebnis nicht die
Bolschewisierung der Erde und damit der Sieg des Judentums sein werde,
sondern die Vernichtung der jiidischen Rasse in Europa.”®

[ The historic responsibility of world Jewry for the outbreak and widening of
this war has been proven so clearly that it does not need to be talked about
any further. The Jews wanted war, and now they have it. But the Fiihrer's
prophecy of 30 January 1939 to the German Reichstag is also being
fulfilled: If international finance Jewry should succeed in plunging the
world into war once again, the result will be not the Bolshevization of the
world and thereby the victory of the Jews, but rather the destruction of the
Jewish race in Europe. ]

Goebbels stressed the danger of Jews to German Volk by laying forth a caveat:

Die Juden sind unser Verderb. Sie haben diesen Krieg angezettelt und
herbeigefiihrt. Sie wollen mit ihm das Deutsche Reich und unser Volk
vernichten. Dieser Plan muf3 zuschanden gemacht werden. Jeder deutsche
Soldat, der in diesem Kriege fallt, geht auf das Schuldkonto der Juden. Sie

8 Goebbels, Joseph. Das eherne Herz: Reden und Aufsdtze aus den Jahren 1941-42. (Miinchen:
Zentral Verlag Der NSDAP./ Franz Eher Nachf., 1943), 85.
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haben ihn auf dem Gewissen, und sie miissen deshalb auch dafiir bezahlen.”

Die Juden sind schuld am Kriege. Sie erleiden durch die Behandlung, die

wir ihnen angedeihnen lassen, kein Unrecht. Sie haben sie mehr als

verdient.”

[The Jews are our destruction. They started this war and direct it. They want

to destroy the German Reich and our people. This plan must be blocked.

The Jews are to blame for every German soldier who falls in this war. They

have him on their conscience and must also pay for it. The Jews are

responsible for the war. The treatment they receive from us is hardly unjust.

They have deserved it all].
Sicherheitsdienst reports from 20 November 1941 indicate the success of Nazi
propaganda. Anxiety and apprehension among the German public followed Joseph
Goebbels’ essay, Die Juden sind Schuld. According to the Nazi SD reports on German
public response to the essay, it was well received, although the reports failed to go into
much detail. ¥’

Jeffrey Herf contends that this sort of anti-Semitic logic resulted in direct
emotional significance for millions of Germans owing to the increasing number of
German casualties during the war. Jewish hatred deepened and Nazi propaganda emerged
in full force, “The more the Allies turned the tide against the German armed forces, the

32 Once

more Nazi propagandists asserted that the Jews were guilty and would pay for it.
again, Hitler was declared a prophet who was able to predict Germany’s future. Germany
was therefore at war as a result of an international Jewish conspiracy. At a gathering for

influential Nazi political leaders Hitler expressed the importance of Jewish extermination,

“Der Weltkrieg ist da. Die Vernichtung des Judentums mul} die notwendige Folge sein.”

[The world war is here. The extermination of Jews must be its necessary consequence. ]

" Ibid., 85.

* Ibid, 89-90.

81 Meldungen aus dem Reich, 20 Nov 1941.
52 Herf, Jeffrey, 133.

27



Hitler ordered Germans to express sympathy only for Germans and to abandon any
sympathy for Jews. *> With an increasing number of German fatalities, the pinnacle of
Nazi propaganda transpired; it transmitted messages to the German people of the urgency
and necessity to carry out Hitler’s prophecy.

Hans Frank, head of the Nazi Lawyers’ League, devoted follower of Hitler, and
believer in Nazi ideology delivered a speech nearly one month after Hitler’s ‘prophetic’
proclamation indicating the necessity of Jewish annihilation. On 16 December 1941
Frank had the following to say regarding the ‘Jewish Question’ and plans for the
extermination of Jews:

...One way or another-I will tell you that quite openly—we must finish off

the Jews. The Fiihrer put into words once: should united Jewry again

succeed in setting off a world war, then the blood sacrifice shall not be

made only by the peoples driven into war, but then the Jew of Europe will

have met his end. I know that there is criticism of many of the measures

now applied to the Jews in the Reich. There are always deliberate attempts

to speak again and again of cruelty, harshness, etc.; this emerges from the

reports on the popular mood...we will have pity, on principle, only for the

German people, and for nobody else in the world. The others had no pity

for us either...I will therefore, on principle, approach Jewish affairs in the

expectation that the Jews will disappear. They must go. We cannot poison

them [Jews], but we will be able to take measures that will lead somehow

to successful destruction.**

Frank’s speech continues on to ensure German citizens that he is personally
overseeing Jewish deportations to the East and alludes to the coming Wannsee

Conference on 20 January 1941 where the Final Solution (Endlosung) would be

discussed. It is quite evident from Frank’s speech that he was influenced by

% Ibid., 132.
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Hitler’s anti-Semitic rhetoric blaming the Jews for Germany’s misfortune and
their dangerous involvement in a conspiracy against the German ‘race.’
I. Propaganda Through Film

Triumph of the Will is a quintessential example of a powerful form of propaganda.
The film was released in 1935 and was presented as a documentary with intentions of
convincing German citizens and the rest of the world of German power and strength
under Hitler’s leadership. Joseph Goebbels, head of the Ministry of Popular
Enlightenment and Propaganda, was in charge of the “spiritual mobilization” of German
citizens. Goebbels believed that propaganda was most effective when it was
inconspicuous. On 28 March 1933, Goebbels addressed the representatives of the film
industry regarding Triumph of the Will and his disappointment, “that is the secret of
propaganda: to permeate the person it aims to grasp, without his even noticing that he is
being permeated. Of course propaganda has a purpose, but the purpose must be
concealed with such cleverness and virtuosity that the person on whom this purpose is to
be carried out doesn’t notice it at all.”™

Goebbels was displeased with the film as he felt it targeted Germans who had
already converted to the Nazi cause. Goebbels believed propaganda to be a vital
component to the Nazi party and state. He gave the following speech to the 1934
Nuremburg Party Rally:

It 1s difficult to define the concept of propaganda thoroughly and

precisely...The concept of propaganda has undergone a fundamental

transformation, particularly as the result of political practice in Germany.

It is not only a matter of doing the right thing; the people must understand

that the right thing is the right thing. Propaganda is a means to an end. Its
purpose is to lead the people to an understanding that will allow it to

85 Evans, 127.
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willingly and without internal resistance devote itself to the tasks and

goals of the leadership. If propaganda is to succeed, it must know what it

wants. It must keep a clear and firm goal in mind, and seek the appropriate

means and methods to reach that goal. Propaganda as such is neither good

nor evil. Its moral value is determined by the goals it seeks. *
Joseph Goebbels argued that the methods of propaganda were “morally neutral,” and
therefore, propaganda was neither inherently good nor bad. Ultimately for Goebbels, the
main gauge of propaganda was whether or not it is used for good ends."’

The film I Accuse [Ich klage an], a propagandistic attempt on the part of the Nazi
Party to vindicate the euthanasia program, was met with polarizing reactions including
widespread acceptance as well as criticism and protests on the part of the Church.
According to SD reports™, the film was overall “enthusiastically” and well received, even
by some within the church society. Moreover, reports suggest that the film provoked a
widespread discussion regarding Ich klage an; Meldungen aus dem Reich reports suggest
that the majority of Germans reacted in favor to the euthanasia program as it offered a
solution to those chronically suffering. SD surveys of German opinion towards the film
only faced minor censure by relatively few Germans and primarily by the church clergy,
both Protestant and Catholic. The only hostile comments were directed at ensuring that

the euthanasia policy would end with the decision of the doctor since the patient should

not be entrusted to make their own decision on the matter.®’
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Yet again, a pattern can be deduced from the Reports from the Reich, one that
suggests an overall positive reaction to the propaganda the German public was presented
with. However, in reality, the act of forcible sterilization of those with disabilities,
including children and those deemed racially and mentally unfit, prompted prevalent
reaction by the German public, primarily the Catholic Church demanding that the T-4
Program be put to an end in 1941.

In the 20 January 1944 weekly edition of Der Stiirmer, the headline article was
entitled: “Die jiidische Kriegschuld.” The article illustrated a German soldier facing his
Jewish enemy, whom he contends should be held responsible for the war. Furthermore,

the article discusses the problem of the Judenfrage in Nazi occupied territory:

31



Deutfches Wochenblatt u

I'IERAUSG!BERI JuLIus STR!IGI'I!R

e e T '%“" W aapusane [ 22, Jop
fmmet A Tilpreer e YT i Shitsbers, nﬂrn[’ﬂfﬂ 20 ]unum‘ 1944 d (:% é&u ak la!n ol s Gelietimgtr o Jabe.
8 | i e | ’ ' ek m%‘?:’a"m“?‘.famf 1944.
. g " {7 -
g . Pk

” ”
e qegenwdriige Krleg und felue Auss | Thurdill und Eden in die Regicrung eine mtn"'c ’e‘ ﬁmﬁum

pestuny, 3um goeiten YWellbrand qeht qus * treten, [piefen Sic nnr bdns Spicl Dex
tid aui bie Wiihlarbeit der udan, Dafy | FJuben, Das it ein Verbreden an Eng:
slerdlngs ble anfijiidije Haltung efnes | lanb und an [einem BVolle, €5 (ind die
bendchlidien Teifes Ddes englifdhen Vol | Judben and niemqud anderes afs bie Ju:
tes niht odlliy  ausge{daltet merben | den, bie nidit pelfatten wollen, boh wir
lonnte, Beweift ein Wrtitel, der tm % { wit Deut[dland frtedlld) gufamaenieben.”
830, affo fuzg vor dem Beginn beg Kries | Dor A, efes Wuthe vont
%«s, i ber geﬂuh LReivs Chranitier | méﬂ]u'ﬁn”}&% i #ﬂte‘r" igtouheuduir
tiicn und ben Br zf eines Englinbers | briichen begrllht. Jefin Tage nad der bris
m Chamberlain anfilfrte, der ben elne | tijfhén Rriegoertldeung gab beretts das
butigen SAuldbbewmets filr ble RArtegs: i, Eenfral-Blab voor Jsraclieten' in U«
bese der Juben in Gngland erbringt. @o Rerbnm bas Hiblje Srtegoziel befannt:
kit batin: .Dle Millionen Juben in HSH., Engs
. Tanb, “m"i:x":]?'l?li?““#h unblgt(rﬁ[l] n
linderinnes in Dlefem Lawde find esfraunt | Peroeien aliifting, find entidlofien,
datliber, dafj Ste nlnb andere El'mnm"t oon | den Berniiungstrics aegen Dentidifand
Bdeutung dte Wnfnafime von Ghurdin | 5o sus Enbe ju ffren
b Cben, betbes Rrojuden, ins Rabineti Gﬂel?&clﬂg aber wer das Fubenium
klnlbm s find id)vn ulcl { gu olel Jaden i ber Welt elfrlg bemilht, ein and nad
he wd ix ey | Demoa uen tn den Rricg Binelnpupiehen.
tebiiem AnfeBhen, !Eh lh

JJillonen von Gnglindern “und Crge

Ben etmen s | Bor allem fn Ben USUA. wucde eine un
Vilden Mriegintinilter (Hoare Belilha). ‘hbw" Dege entlefelt. Das mlﬂ]%ﬂile
iz haBem elnen [ADUMen Ronzerm, ber erfzenn Der Tuben war her USH Ltk
He Wrmee mit Nahennguenitteln verjorgt | fiveni Roofeoelt lefbRt. Selne Holle ais
{Ynone und &o. mit Den Tuben Salmon | Kriegsurheber im Uultrag Tudbas wird
i GlRditetn), TidilMe Shnetber [tellex bemtlnlgt burd) dte vertraultden Beridte,
bie Unttormen at (,'Roaae bes Juben | bie et ehemalige no!nljrﬁ! Botffafter in
Elr Montague  baden Me | Walbtnpion, Graf Pototl, nad Waridau
Bafloone wrb bhe MothIibs, “Bie ble Stt, | fanbte, wunb die nadh der Kapltulation dte:
tlieder nnfecer Reqlernng In Mren Qaxde | ler Stant in dendlthe Glnht Heten. Potod!
Bialern gafiltd) Bewirten, Su meldiem | Ifreidt am 12. 1. 198
Joede? f¥en wiel] Dieles Danb Retht | ,Die Stimurnng tn Sen Berelntgten
Srgland, nnd wir ohnlden, bah Plnner | Gtanten petthmet M| buetl efnen tmer g
mb Rramer, be nidfts s % nefmenben $ah aue gegen cffes, wry wli

b, ble Seldide 11leres Candes B Hlngt.
Ben. Menn Sfe' fite Hie Mnfnahime Dh mm 1t »or allem tn Iiblmen

——

Aus dem Inbalt:

R

Ber IdTotthonts Mrdenbod nden €.~ Rer Bors in Korky bl L W:;ﬂ“
Bis Rusentrope In Frontreidy potliée @bleatunpsbeciusde b YO .SPWE)
Bee fndontop! in Teioy b Pad Bhetrs = i’ﬂt‘ﬂﬂameﬂ_t

% Der Stiirmer, 20 January 1944, USHMM Collection.

32



-, e
B2

rt foft 3u 100 t
g m v

inden, thnen
ap Hadlo, der
Itititﬂr!ﬂm. Obj (

Bt grob gehanbhabt wk%nnﬁiwmtw i

b o I lait nu g
¢ bod§ gt

ingerebet, - et- m-ieg d mem'i
In bicjer Miton gegen ‘Iﬂanh Bibex
fe jlibijden - 3nlcl1:¥fullﬂl tellgenom
ten, 3. B, Bernarb Barnd, ber Goruvernens
e Ctaafes Rettnor? Ll mn. Do Neter
annte Hidter des Oberfion Bunbesger
ithtes Feliz Franffurter, der 5:?“'““.
ir Dorgenthan, dle mit bem Grdfbenten
Inojeoell perfinlid) befrenwdef find, Diele
wuppe von Leuten, die die thcé Stele
mgen in ber WSH.Mepierung einnedr
tem, find im Gronde burdy unzerrethbare
lande wmit dem internotionalen Yubene
ut eerfunben,”

Am beuiltdften oher tral der ibitde
influf bernor burdy die berﬁvifﬁbtlmg
'8 Bilnbniffes pwiidhen de % ertannien
wcmdfratien und der Somjetsd

ivifale Gegenfag aolidhen dlefensRigtis
gsioitemen fat oielen Qentén  Tange
cit has Beltehen cines folden Nomplotis
i2 noTig wnmoplid erideinen lafien. Gle
berjeben aber daBei, dak eo gwifden Gnge
bt und ben UEWU auj der efnen und
i Reljcdemwtsmus aul der anderen Seite
ne grondidgiide Veridiedenbelt gar widit
1. ha bhicr wie dord in ben makgebenden
tellen ber Tuhe fit und die {efien Ente
peidungen non fildifdhem Enflup abhine
o find Berelte am 20, Degember 1840
ke ja bie Meanorfer Jubengeitung
Ymerican Hedbrem™;

L Rof nie Hat ein RKrleg eine fo Fluee
*ec nle Grundlage pehabt wie biejer. Co
{ der Sampl der fRbiider Lebensankials
e acaey die Lebensaufiafjung ber Fetnde
re Juden.®

YQui bicer Grundloge Ionnten - afie
egenlése pwifden den Plutofratien und
om Bolidrismus liberbrildt werbes, wie
ies andy ber FUbrer tn feiner Proflae
tation vom 30, Ramuar 1948 fefiftelte:
«Die Beridmbrung rom tnterndtlonalen
twpiafismus und Bolldermismus it lelo
esmego etne wiberfinuine Crifetnung,
mbern cine notiiviide Gepebenfelt, ta
i¢ treibenbe SQrafl in belden das jidilde
tol? til"

Yud menn die '\ubm Beule gu Teugnen
erluchen, fo find bod bic Bewetfe aabls
cih und cinbeutip: RNupa  frigt dle
roke Gduld und an fetnesr Bluijdubd
i1t Tubo pu Girunbe gefen,

. Ronal o, FEepenwald.

nfoit DY
Lf;

Rodfebrltd @mner unb @cnulhnhmt’ i

‘fampi-um bir Prifiberitiiatt war men beft
mirtrte amemeam tg‘?r by Dodge
prabfrebmanres, Fabenp unh Jubens

freunb Soofewcti Blelt l!m lﬂ
ab, jclbit tn bir Bunf uben gt Duflen.
R‘ﬂm\u e benn nnbul in ben Qevelnigten
Stoaten yu Wort itnd Bidewtung Lommen? So
Bat et f aul Pinger Bectdhnung ben jHidifden
Fovberaungen vexfdgriebes, v buctte nw aufe
frefert auf ber polittiden Biihne der USA.
S Sudad Dienfl buckte der , populiive ames
xitanliche Tolttifer* nuny andh int bexganaenen
Qalire etne Brelfe 1m ble MWelt mader, dte 1n
nad rabyion, Paidfthia, Syrien, Jran, bent
ber Tilrlel, Mublaud unhi Ehing Llhete.
mm eh toldGtigfen polm d;en Berjdnlldleiten
biefer, Qfinber- farr ev babel i Sontatt.

3

M fjp(‘ at er miedergelent .y clnem
Q\m‘;r' bad ben el  Jluieitbare Welt fithre,
und befien denticgivradiize fusgabe-im Bexlag
BermanneFildier tn Stodoolm celdyienca It
Die amerilanifhe Anfgode dicies BVugdied Gat
einen Monat radh dem Eefdheinen jdon bie
Yuflage von viner Wilion dbecjdritten.
DUtc-Tomnt by fetner , Uanteilaven Welt
audy anf dic Jubenfrage gw foredhen. In Palde
ftine batte ex veldilich Gelepenbelt, bie Betaunge

* pers Wrpbleme fmerited
b T:g‘v £ QI
u@ e babon - h

Wnd-|
mummmmm i, biefey Drlvyltrd{c'nl'id}m"

)mcuin nfumd Ynmmtdtrk‘r Fatm
rengtlevIser,

bed.
Tonni
[ellen, baf);-
rm'ilsmtn ﬂnnbc z i&ene
n;, ARt i Her Wniifemitiimus ve
bedtet tweTheit Yann®,:
mdl[ on Wntileenttidng
fompf o, denn et wethite Y etnec tnlmui
ten Demotratie fnb bl no;ltil!m clue i
bipe Duelle- neuer, mnt!cn ud Baubelit v
frmliyleuhu been, elug [(ﬂn'h\m Qielle newer
811

agt FBHte -b

forodhen. Die (Erfab\'un%c e Bollergeididyte Uit
¢liie grug awbeve, Bel den &lcnuutc n, bel hm
Recsern, bel dey Gridyon, bet dew Rofuewn, be
:maﬂbnnm ‘auberen RBIlern h;lbmn bie
lnorllatm bic abee :%
bn Jtrlebung Tnd; o

fan mon md} bed Gtaalds' asfd Bolk t8ehend”

S
Bt drx me%:ublun ‘b Thites- |

Siclem igleenten | o

Dad it gang nad) hclp thuc bex thm oer i

]
i el mﬁ, Dent eb
I\:\', nm; 2] .guk;& wcnn plefp. mlrn Mhm au [
C

u."%s:‘a.:a';:%. :z'}'

3]
Releadbdapes L
dinn?iﬂ tﬂIt‘Il el tf'q rﬁﬂ hlltmﬂ
tet, Dovf flndEE Wk Wpreleifien kol

(;rlm Bevdte Billden mummnuu o,
T i fuumu luﬂ!nil'lm.
blu B13: Terhs, Punlle. lle i
@t Boumwolrobugent bat Tt n bu‘
mnﬁeumlwﬂu et Yort: Tall™..cly G
t’ g Dl Boifettininitg \mlnﬂl [

iy et (o8 clivn in ben Bereinigton Staar | Danw gehen’ olle unfere q!mﬂle Jume Etm].L
f‘eﬁ“’.ﬂcn:lrb%:w:cll:a :‘:\h:re"!‘munleu? 9. &, mle m%ﬁmmfm'e Ilt\le‘ g‘ itk
i
% s ﬁnrnu A0, bow &mnm Sl
-Guden mlb elrabm @o ggﬁt«aeﬁgube‘,ﬂfu\eﬁﬁn alis f ‘sdﬁn
ewlhitbeipngen ejdpitt:
'" “"“”m ?ﬁ' e Q‘" 'i'"ei : .l’ lqlﬁ:'num t Blefec: ax%cq, ben ::'m torhexeltet g
... ’;.'.“'%L" l ..{" ot l' 5'.. aneel tot u: fo Inefterd . Gl
Bt tﬂ W u eu. -m fatl towmt bl PanlecdsGSotd
te- Imen ljt ‘mﬁm nlunmge gt Lok M;
uunu prdl
soenn fle & et en, ban m

Die Fudenfrape m mmwd’

T

@eil_bum i Sonrmey 11940
ﬂ!aifrnﬂlﬂnnnb fegte o8 fig ble W
tung bef Miartdjalle PRetaln auc Anf
blr Schuldtgen ber fraugdfiiden N

rgles
aabe,
ehers

lage l:[t;u[temn ‘%B el nlrbt [ﬁ.\mu, den Wer .
weth yu evbringa, ba ulmquret
unb Ao mﬂﬁm bie -bﬂl ﬂfb gen goure,

hl nult {Beex feit bielen Ynhre titert bR
n’r:u.rn in8betoitbere bud. ble hnes bbrld

Rrefle Betriehenen ©etse “Frantreld) in ben @

firiey Hlnelngogen.

Belannilidy Beiradiiel ber Jube nach ben
Sclhren brd Talmubs bie gange nidiiidiidpe
Mionfchyelt et vin millommencd Hirdbens
tung8feib. Durd) ben Tatmub tvivd ber Jube
tn brr uffafinng craogen, bahy ble Midjtfuden
frine @laven find. So Wav o8 anch in Rranb
reidy, Dord botten fiberall die Jutdert Ry muit
Iyrer @elbinadyt Ieitenbe BStellungen ju ese

{dwilen gewubt. @6 war fo loelt gelommen,
b?t‘: bie Quben ble franmgbfilhe Snnens wad
Yrhenpolitil in ber- hubdlbnﬂﬂm RWelie s

Der Fudenfopf in Trier

fs tirles Toger glng Hr Redridt i B Wel,
ol in Zeler Bunbr and des vbmifhen Brit gemadn
aselien, Lie benen in Bompell nlft nelichen, Dirle
ctrutanptuply Radrtdd gl und Balek, eln Gr
oy o onlerer Grinnrrunp beradpubolrn, dod
w1 Qeravbprbrr ded @zhrmers tn ber Ramphelt bri
aesn Welu tm Bbmisdrn Majeus tn Teler Yolle,
}# war bies jeme Belt, ta bee ber Ratlonalfoplalié
oup erb burg cltes unremSTGen Ruffilrungs,
omyt tro Boben Sty Gelenntnl? idslien mubte, wul
wm re basr esllid e Sabre 1983 {etne Badl Im
itootr mutrelca fonnle.

A fbrrond autwerliener nd BBlIder frl toucbt
we Briufer end MirnbergAn ben verl&iedeacn Abr
dungra brd ERufensnd Beemmpe[Rhr. Dee bamalipe
Tarrfior beSeh bie Slebendiobedipletl, In eigeaer Beee
ing §rapen gu bramnnoriem umod-enifbyedends Er
Mhtungen gu pthea.
pefalien

nun  Ber SRrnberger

0) Wnveefiindlides, &N
E Fat, bad thw [o [rhe InteeeMlecende €5anfind

fleven pu bielen, esffral Dber Sery Divels |

or na§ medr.  Dleln, neln®, [npte er, .tls Fotor
amlnra It widyt xﬂmm. Do eoikte maa exhl le
Berltn  dle Relaubnls elxbolen. um; abty
ﬁénﬂﬁ I geprbry guerben.’ B Ser
Draberger im 8 Dhufemin lnﬁql dﬁ “bon
bm dortigen Dirrtar Blo, Erloubniy ﬁu (7 m,
3
Iener Bel M-nm}
i”a Blefon fragiy, ot
amme,  Bal rd in Tebes elnen Shveden ecrial
1§ baeum gebeign twifede, sinen Subentobt
aus vbwllger Belt {atograllcren, Ba [ngls per
RBIney Wivrler wnb wielutr, bow Hrren Rollegea
iz Lrler damls enttHuiblgen gn falitn, l {ngie.
o briilinbe Befabe 10r babiForitommen etante

Runfliergrugnilfe qu  fetogratitven,
Ersage eathlelien, Sorlde gu
i’rdlm iogeen, axb ol) ¢r
¢l
1]

Moplld o einem /up g
Bilbale it quag lnlnxshrmt Sterele vertorilie. Dad
aus Zon grlormir Bilbats RATE ndmlid cinen Je v
Perlopl bor wuod tonvbe griGafien Ia brx Sell.
in ber Tviee chue tBinlide Siabi wul germaniiden
Solturrobrs wat. Bul ble Brmectaxp:s ,Das

Dem Direlior (Gelng e vob | wortliden Vinfeumbleller, furun fir 8 luh m wie
feln, Lob ber Wriaver ang ben, bl 0 \ofivdett, Breen
Kon Tar |9bside Brotde

finden tdnulen,

©u ftarl a((l war by Wiadt Bre QYuden au lmu
8elt in Deutldland getorlen, bah eb [hon ehoe Leo
{ebe A Pas breaflidy actlommen ban Wiufrmnse

bofe rrin (\uhn\u)!l rod rhulichre
ot ber Qert Direlior  oud (lammeliy irgend

bieetiozen mr toeun fe Watifemlten an @raeugnifie |
L

3l
Suden |2 ulnl‘iﬁ mu- ot

e ber

[{lpe tocf; geluarden und m Yale, nadjdent

.;t'utcn ben Strleg Hecbetpe[fihet Gatten, wie dn

Laxtenlpand gujauimen.

L e

lill
drb \m!re rtj

000 :‘(un n)i
n

‘m« vinem {ranabftigen
1937 Yefafen damal§ aiel
Mothlilb, mehy ald 160
Sleke: symmx, bavinter ble Berﬂdyﬂuten Dt
Tietd samb und Baber, Gatten mehrere MM
axbeis; Drelfly weltere .\‘i
fidy uaf)efu eine Miavde ltnl! IIW 800 (il
Irbc taliften waren niehrf

ft Mar, baf biefe Ri!leu
burrb Bejtertn, I? wnb Gpelulatisnen au

SQoften det frangd rlmeumclnlvnm sufanmmen

orunfft waren.

Rngefidpts biefer !l:-\llcwen Be

ﬂnfﬁmmcnﬁm wn 194(
den fxaafil

bn(ﬂ Gejdwile bcﬂ

e

berantivoyt

uperittums, folite Gra:l!

[§ wuche Lt allen Stitdien eln
(}icnem Jetrettixd vexlefen, n Dcn: cB Hlep:

L ufle Natton wuf tb einmditig geges bew
aber, feebuitanzer and
Wwiflen \ueum. und dAnoellfd Bex gee | .
et Dle Qrangofen unb, i o,

nfteren
iav}l
ateinfashen Gefalie wly

ranabihenen [

inb, grpen

Bjuilier ne SHulter g

ambiznfdaren fie Mn uhmlaen, bien mbuu

anhr, Bee fte vetten ta
3 b!]%lef Ur!enulnl# mndm‘mb ble frane
sififee
vt &
e

o toukden bar allom bie
ungen tnternt,

In Gene

nex cevidtet. Saflreldie Berorbnungen urs
'gfll exlaffen 1und Rollzel
141

jfibtldgen  GinflnG geteoffes. Danebes

[daft elne nn%ﬂnmﬁ PBropnganda  burd

rganifatlonen, sm bem frane
aoilicien BWolle gt gelgen, wer feln aviipter
Feind 1t ben Taft audidilehtidy dle Sdulb

|uberpepneriide

frifft, baf efn RBoll tn etuen von Ynjaup an
nulﬁd;f&ln[cu Sampf Linetngetrieben trde,

‘Dr.‘.}

\

Dte ]uben [mb [dquld am ﬁriege'

! Der Stiirmer, 20 January 1944, USHMM Collection.

33

lcn loay I$l|eﬁ¥l¢ﬁ b fean Bﬁ?du Gtangm 1:

ber beklmmlllunm n

pl;‘
@i 1§ o

1

%}Hubl dm erm%im ﬁn ampebeitrer, | fpraden b,

adiwetd: bom Ynfre

nben. ;Shm[k; neh

bén Franten,

Pﬂnb g bem
oltﬂfn' Ieln Bocltel, dah
fientefen, unbeblstpt enuzmi weyben mm[!

n GBlid ber Gsxitnding bex ran dtilden. Mie
nl\‘d)ﬂ! t bes

cglerung an ble felucBivegs leldjte
tthenn aud”

¢
{at tily ble Qubentrage toricbe fexs
niafiradmen  gegen

exla 1

Selep b N(lv: ameﬂ!mll e Sivee, hmbn

?gﬂ%rgg’(m flie bte iﬁ ‘P‘J:en C’dcl
de fiihren

momua
ﬁwdm Bluthunde

“QIWHMH}‘ Gittion i llllfM ﬂlﬂlﬂmt‘
nabse e Dandon’elns uif@llehung. an, In bre bl
mnlI‘Iiﬁ‘anurlln)ﬂl@h\vlclllmn Dexbhnbelen Asfy
fotbeet werdenm, wad Relestnbe gegennlls ﬂu[m
atp nkm»-» . slntraton, Sab bew_ 08 wu

fentam , b6y @ignd

R MRt ';ﬁf}‘i
vt It plctuh‘aml N mlt fel4g’ lm bn
nab \yreie uu hl l llui l!n«ﬂu

1%t I
h wwrnn it 3
-obee Mlu e g

Bebanten Dlmlnmw M
B qenortreee Tab, Fel
ntevgang feln foled,

.

itbene, atten eber Ht\" eitt ““og miﬂ‘wﬁ“ ‘
uml““' "ll m"””““t '#’ '

Tilid) Droths by

'Ennhlmﬂwlm Widh den mwunwuﬂ !Ref
o | Damert, mehwe Heceen, ber Releg Deenbet” §
mrd)mfdm[ll pea0pe, IuMublm Im Gurmn,

™ einen
fhluﬂ, ba§ bas Ilubﬁm Mib nlﬁl dlml(@a{
4 at, l!mr e du Gelfign und nuw
foat ex nnlcr bletem Ramen im {ransbiiden
o} Tunt Defannt, 'Dle w el flﬂm {edod) M*, N “
e durdaud nl l fonbevrs Gaw
Meles bilt unt bt w m#uhm 1 & ]
a{!a Reln 8mlkl r b
hmul!ll [den lundhml: imm 7 Ilutl, um hurﬂ: ]
w| ecfinbene Machrlht Beldigifublae levepliigren v
danilt dle Biinimung tm lmmillld;m mm u b
edlors v- e &

B

n
" whirmri- !lvml

ﬂlas[:z@* g S

)b

ean, o feligw: bie rnf)rn ) emrl peiBl
[ee. aud, toengi. fie fidh woDeachied planben.
meww

g vJ‘”E""'&'E" 5

l!xmnn rud*

il
W n lJf !aallcll
m?n‘ mw ?’w‘m’ﬁmﬁ: M:\@

O
umlmn. II!L JI q :

91



Dexlan: , Der Grmes Yallas Slrelder, Roembecs,

Mummer \ertrgic o, Eogedlonin: Rt Ranstr et
etijoredier: 21880, Edrif1(¢ltung: Mrrliqu‘

6 | HnEerpa sty
Hacavens 5, Catichih ook o

dviters, 10, Fioeuai19as. -~ | 5 ?iﬁﬁ;

i *‘4“ 0
;gggé;&{\rm !ﬁ “

i

Wiihrend bdie deutide MWehrmad! an
Nt Oftfront die eucopdlide Kultur vor
1 bolfemiltifhen ‘Bc[tnfdjgilm. pretfen b:e

| it Tt e

europdifdhe Jivilbeodtferung an.

Als ber amertfaniide Sude Theodor
Rauimann fein Bud ,Deuthfland muf
ernidjte! werden” heraushraciie niit dem

Boddlag, die gauge deutfdhe' Beni| uﬁ
- 3 [terdfifteren, . bomit Ble De 34
Bavie weniger Generationen vojifpmeien -
vom Erbboben verjdmanden, sufién vtele
Stenjdien die Wchleln und meinfen, hak
das unmagltd) efmas mit der Wirtliditett
at tun haben Ionne. Als der Jube Samuel
Roth in feinem Bude ,Jeht und immers
dur* Tetne fabiltiidhen_3ufunifspidne gur
Berrtidytung  Europns |drieh, glaubten
mandie, es feten gang einfed) bie iibers
loarmfen Rhantaitereien eines Juden, die
man aud) nidi ernit su nehmen Braude.

Und ols enhlih ber Gowijetjiube Njn
Cbienburg, Stalins getreuer Qetbagitator,

Fonbeit und Tugend find die Ghre Hes ]
Beibes. Ciferllichtig toatht c3 bariiber, baf
riemand fetner Gbre au nafe frift, Den
Deon it [etne Berufdebre cin nud alles. Er
fest alle felne frdfie etn, um tn [einer Gtels
“mng ba3 Hidite a1t Teifter. G verlangt aber
o, dnf feine Mmacbung, feine Freunbe.
ar eudy letne Feinde {eine Leifitgen ane
tlennen.

o jede Gemeinfdjalt iR beftreht, ben
Ediild {hrer Ghre rein und beilig g Galten.
3m, Qriege feht ein Rolf alle frine Svdlte ein,
Im bie vom Feind gefdiandete Chre wichers
bevsuitellen.

Midtsmwiirbig (H die Nation, die
gt ibr %lles fept on ihre Ghee*
‘gt Sepifler.

Hnd

»®ut verlpren, viel berloren,
Efhre verioren, nlled

“tungsol

b (Boffl ot GaT eha’in-mgumae e
0|

Der 5u&é und dic Chre

in feltew Hakprodudt ,Teuft fiir bie Jers
}tiirunu Guvopas” bie furdibaten Setlen.
dirie, daf Europa veridminber miffe
unbd ein Jalr geniige, um bte 850 Drilltos
nen Ginwofhner des Nontinents zu - vers
nidifert..ba Tas wand) einer nod) immer
mit Unglaubien Dbiefe {ildtidien Beeniihs
s b{ig;[ie_rr So. burdy L;,rrttb !E;tdj-giiie
Wb fadiitifsh tounten die Vienjden .
il {'ble Subet ith
mandge Befermifer, wiren dofh: nof b
divilifierten” Nationen, wie bie (Ennlfing
det und UAmerilgrier, ba, die bas endglils
lige Sditdial Europas entidheiver wik
ben — fm Falle einer beutidien Nichers
lage — und nidi die Juden! Ste fannien
Dben jiibifdien Sedtsmus nody) nidt und vor
aflem lannten fie ben entfdetbenven Eins
fluf ver jiidlidien SHodfinans auf  die
.demotraiifdien” Hationen nidt qrilndlid
genug, und qud) nidt das {ibereinfttmniende
Sujammtenfpiel der anglo=amerifaniiden

Sn irbqt! Volf febl die Ehre ald oberfter
BWerl. Nui“eén Boll Tennt lelne Ghre, bn s
inbifdie Boll Sn feflen alle BVovauss
fepunpen, bod Seben nadh (nneven TWerten
abau{dgigen, naddem ed mur elue niftal
tonnt, den Guferen Bogletl bes. mbltds,
bad Geld. 5 o

Diefen abloluten TMange! an Sefithl fir
bie @hre et jogar ber Jioniftenfitgrer
Fheodor Derzt felbfi felt. Sn felner , RioniRis
fhen @Sdpriften” [agt er (Band 1, @ﬂ te 213):

w3t Ben Sultucldndeen gelbit ef o Ben

Juben nur an bie Ghre. Tanidel gudt die|.

Uehieln: Wns hrift Ga?"? Begu braht man -
Ehee? RBenn- dle Gleldafte ehie und ntan ges
fund ift, Iift fidy Bas Rbrige er 3

B¢ blefen FBovien bes .Manfdel”, des-]
typiidien Juben, Beidhrelot” Hevsl sbad viltge-
Bl B Pt

ofer follen toen au n: @bl fHiv
Chre boben? Shre ganze Gofdidte. it eine

en.”

fant bad Gpricymorl.

Rette ber Ghrlofigs
teit = ¥ SR R

ewish plans to

annihilate the so-called ethnic German race; Streicher continues on to educate Germans on the

“truth” of the Jews.

2 Der Stiirmer, 20 January 1944, USHMM Collection.
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Goebbels and Dr. Ley, head of the party organization in Munich (former editor of the highly anti-Semitic
Nazi Newspaper, Westdeutsche Beobachter and head of the Labor Front), address and instruct the NSDAP

on their responsibilities and on propaganda%

Goebbels gives a speech at a workshop seminar in 1942. He provides an overview of military and political
attitudes and developments in hopes of bringing up pessimistic views following British success in the North

. .94
African campaign

% Das Reich, 5.8.1942, Institute fiir Zeitgeschichte.
 Berliner Borsen-Zeitung. 14.7.1942, Institute fiir Zeitgeschichte.
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I1. Manipulation Through Propaganda and Rhetoric

The issue of complicity requires an examination of specific conditions that caused
Germans to pursue immoral ends. German submission to the Nazi regime alone does not
elucidate the integrated and internalized indifference and lack of sympathy regarding the
Jews during the Third Reich. Nazism introduced newly manipulated principles of ethnic
virtue and purity within German society, which were permeated through Nazi propaganda
and rhetoric. The Nazi regime attempted to manipulate and control the masses through
propaganda in order to keep up with their changing policies. Their objective was
“mobilization for action” or “the preparation of political activities:””> “The masses are
not expected to know the ideological scriptures, but to obey their commandments as
interpreted and transmitted by the leadership. It is this purpose that the propaganda
machine is intended to serve.”®

Furthermore, the Nazi Regime was to some extent reluctant to disclose and
inform the German population its ideological motives, fearing “conflict between loyalty
to the cause and loyalty to the leadership.”®” To draw further upon this point, Ringelblum
disclosed in his journal on 25 June 1942 the following: “[T]hough Hitler promised on
several occasions to exterminate the Jewish people, they’re doing everything in the world
now to keep the Germans from finding out what is happening to the Jews...[I]f the

German populace knew about it, they would probably not be able to execute the mass

murder.”

93 Unger, Aryeh, L. The Totalitarian Party, 35.
% Ibid., 42.
*7 Ibid., 40.
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In order for Hitler and other high ranking leaders such as Goebbels and Himmler
to make Nazi ideology appealing and logical to their followers, they had to first convince
them that their philosophies contain local and long standing values that link to the
society’s preexisting cultural knowledge.

Genocidal regimes usually co-opt preexisting cultural knowledge, dressing

it up in new ideological guises that maintain familiar and compelling

resonances while legitimating new structures of domination and violence

against victim groups...By linking their lethal ideologies to preexisting

cultural knowledge, genocidal states provide perpetrators with an array of

compelling discourses that may be used, consciously, or unconsciously, in

their genocidal bricolage.””®
According to Richard Evans, Goebbels openly acknowledged that the popular
legitimation of the Third Reich, which the Propaganda Ministry sought, was manipulated
by the regime.”” Propaganda, therefore, should not be mistaken for truth; truth did not
matter to the National Socialists. What they did value was the myth it transmitted as a
lever to encourage men to comply with Nazi ideology.'® Rarely has a dictatorial
government placed such grave emphasis on the manipulation of public opinion and
morale than during the Third Reich; propaganda was largely responsible for this
‘success.”'"!

I11. Fear and Hate

Nazism spread images of a racially pure Germany that was in danger of

extinction; Hitler feared the defeat of Germany, a repeat of 1918. His paranoia resulted in

an intensified hatred of Jews, and pretended ‘clairvoyance,” working to protect the

Germans against Jewish bacilli. In the eerie prophetic speech Hitler made at the

% Hinton, 29-30.

* Evans, 121.

100 Unger, Totalitarian Party, 39.

101 Kershaw, Popular Opinion and Political Dissent, 378.
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Reichstag on 30 January 1939, Hitler proclaimed himself a mere prophet of which the
Jews made a mockery:

One thing I should like to say on this day which may be memorable for
others as well as for us Germans. In the course of my life I have very often
been a prophet, and have usually been ridiculed for it. During my time of
my struggle for power it was in the first instance only the Jewish race that
received my prophecies with laughter when I said that I would one day
take over the leadership of the State, and with it that of the whole nation,
and that I would then among other things settle the Jewish problem. Their
laughter was uproarious, but I think that for some time now they have
been laughing on the other side of their face. Today I will once more be a
prophet: if the international Jewish financiers (Finanzjudentum) in and
outside Europe should succeed in plunging the nations once more into a
world war, then the result will not be the Bolshevizing of the earth, and
thus the victory of Jewry, but the annihilation (Vernichtung) of the Jewish
race in Europe!'%?

Following Hitler’s speech on 30 January 1939, Nazi propagandists presented a turning
point in the war. Hitler and Goebbels’ propagandistic warnings that the Jews were
conspiring to exterminate the Germans became a reality to those on the receiving end of
Nazi propaganda. The Nazi regime’s main objective was to cultivate mass hysteria
among German society. It became standard procedure for the regime to convince
Germans that their only chance for survival against the Jewish enemy was to fight against
them.'”

Two months after the German invasion of Russia, Julius Streicher published an
article in Der Stiirmer entitled Der Kampf gegen den Teufel: Alljuda offenbart seinen
Vernichtungsplan [ The Battle with the Devil: Pan-Jewry Reveals its Destructive Plan].

When the article was published in 1941, the Nazi regime was in the midst of initiating a

major anti-Semitic campaign. Goebbels stated in his diary on 1943 September 8:

102 Domarus, Max, Vol. 3, 1449.
193 Herf, 230.
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The East will forever regard Europe as an attractive jewel. The East will

again and again try to break into this continent in order to dominate it. Our

constant, untiring effort must therefore center upon taking the necessary

measures for our security. If it be true today that the Bolshevism of the

East is mainly under Jewish leadership and that the Jews are also the

dominant influence in the Western plutocracies, then our anti-Semitic

propaganda must begin at this point. The Jews must therefore be through

out of Europe.'*

Perhaps Goebbels’ diary entry fueled the massive campaign that planned to spread
propagandistic accusations of a Jewish conspiracy to eradicate the German people.
Furthermore, the Nazi regime ‘proved’ an anti-German conspiracy based on the work of
an American Jew named Theodore N. Kaufman, who proposed the sterilization of all
male Germans in his book, Germany Must Perish. Goebbels translated the book in 1941
into German and had it published in order to persuade Hitler and German troops to take
immediate action against the ‘Jewish problem.’

In November 1941 a memorandum prepared by the Foreign Office for the
Political Intelligence Department in Germany reported on the public reaction to
Kaufman’s book. The report indicated a widespread fear among Germans who feared a
Jewish reprisal:

The letter states that the population was convinced that the Jews had

started the war and were therefore responsible for the suffering it inflicted.

Everyone, including those who did not sympathize with Nazism agreed

that the Jewish revenge left no alternative but victory.'®’

According to Randall Bytwerk, Kaufman’s radical proposal was only taken seriously by
the Nazis who utilized it to propagate further Jewish hatred. Kaufman’s proposal paved

the way for significant consequences imposed upon European Jewry. Without hesitation,

Goebbels went directly to the Fiihrer with Kaufman’s book in order to reemphasize the

104Goebbels, ed. Louis P. Lochner, The Goebbels Diaries, 1942-1943. New York: Doubleday &

Company Inc., 1948), 359.
195 Bankier, 148-49.
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lingering Jewish problem needing immediate action. Hitler assured him that his promise
in his speech in January 1939 to annihilate the Jewish race was underway. Kaufman’s
proposal marked a watershed in Nazi policy and brought about an unrelenting future for
German Jews.

Goebbels confided in his diary, “the Jews are having to foot the bill; they have
already paid it in part in Germany.”'°® Goebbels and other members of the Nazi regime
utilized any means possible to spread the warning of global Jewish intent to eradicate
German civilization. Hence, the Nazi regime declared they were facing a war against the
devil."” Vexed by Kaufman’s book, Hitler gave Goebbels permission in 1941 to
implement the infamous yellow cloth star with the word Jude emblazoned across it, “I
issue orders that Jews in Berlin must wear a distinctive badge. Otherwise they are
constantly mixing with our people, pretending to be harmless, and making trouble,”'*®

At the end of 1941 Goebbels, after a visit to the Fiihrer’s headquarters,

noted in his diary that he was starting at once to bestir himself to the

Jewish question, for Hitler had authorized him to introduce a badge for

Jews, This was to be a large yellow star of David, but its wearing was not

to be made obligatory by way of public decree.'”

SD reports from 9 October 1941 recount public reaction to the newly implemented
‘Yellow Star’ imposed upon Jews. Unsurprisingly, they indicate that the majority of

Germans welcomed the obligatory badge with enthusiasm, which tended to be the theme

of most reports.l 10

106 Joseph Goebbels, The Goebbels Diaries, 1939-1941. (New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1983),
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Accepting the narrative of SD accounts is again problematic. The attitude of the
accounts remains “redolent only of the overtly Nazi element of the population, and is
more than likely that the SD was in this case as in other instances repeating comments

made by Party members as general popular opinion.”" !

It is only natural that opinions
representing a negative or opposing view would either be kept to the individual or
suppressed in reporting. Those who openly condemned the ‘Yellow Star’ were the
minority as were those publicly praising the public decree of branding Jews. The
majority, however, remained indifferent to the mandate of 1941.""2

IV. Defining the ‘Other’

Rudolph Hoess’ autobiography illustrates evidence of the effectiveness of
propaganda; “In order to disguise a policy of force it is necessary to use propaganda so
that a clever distortion of all the facts, the policies, and measures of the rulers of the state
can be made palatable. Terrorism must be used from the outset, to stifle all doubt and
opposition.”'"* Several more men partook in mass executions once they could justify to
themselves the killing of Jews. Many men were similar to Hoess in that they learned to
numb their emotions and continue to carry out orders to conduct mass killings: “I had to
go on with this process of extermination. I had to continue this mass murder and coldly
watch it, without regard for the doubts that were seething deep inside me. I had to

9114

observe everything happening with a cold indifference.”” ™ Habituation played a role in

"1 Kershaw, 362.
"2 1bid., 362.

13 Hoess, 196.
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justifying the action of mass killers. Having killed once already, the men did not
experience such a traumatic shock the second time.'"

In the case of most twentieth-century genocides, propaganda is an essential
element in defining who the ‘other’ is through forms of art, music, newspaper articles,
and theatre. Jews were consistently portrayed as a dangerous alien; they were the
instigators and cause of Germany’s defeat in World War One and thus of the depression
that followed. Herf describes the importance of propaganda on German public opinion,
both perpetrators and bystanders; it was utilized by the Nazis to justify genocide against
European Jewry, “a blend of hatred, self-righteous indignation, and paranoia was at the
core of the Nazi justification of genocide. Nazi propaganda presented Germany’s war
against the Allies and its intention to ‘exterminate’ the Jews of Europe as part of one
overarching war of retaliation and defense.”''® Through Nazi propaganda, Germany was
depicted as an innocent victim of international Jewish threat. German citizens were led to
believe that Jews were “guilty” of starting the war and were responsible for a conspiracy
to exterminate Germany and the Germans. Hitler and his leading propagandists were able
to present Nazism in two ways: Germans as a master race with its grandiose visions of

world domination, and Germany as the self-pitying, innocent, beleaguered victim.'"’

"5 Ibid., 25.
"¢ Herf, 1.
"7 Ibid., 5.
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9. The Power of Myth

“Ordinary Germans” had read a great deal of Julius Streicher’s Der Stiirmer. He
was infamous for his insidious weekly newspaper publication. Streicher was also
Gauleiter, or regional leader of the Nuremberg district under Nazi rule until 1938. Before
1933, Der Stiirmer was mainly confined to Bavaria but eventually would become widely
distributed throughout Germany. Der Stiirmer was first published in 1923 and continued
until the end of the war in 1945. Streicher’s view of Jews as the root of an international
conspiracy to dominate the world was not only made evident in his newspaper
publication but also in his speeches.

Following Kristallnacht in November 1938, Streicher delivered a speech praising
those who participated in the destruction of Jewish property and religious symbols and he
condemned anyone who showed sympathy for the Jews. It was published in the
Frdnkische Tageszeitung on 11 November 1938 titled “Einmal wird das Hochgericht
kommen fiir das jiidische Volk:”

You want to and shall hear the truth, and from those who have preached it

for twenty years...For twenty years, | have told the citizens of Nuremberg

and Franconia that he who has gone to a rabbinical school has been

educated not to the good, but to criminality. From his earliest childhood,

the Jew is taught different things than we are taught. No, he is not taught

“Love your neighbor as yourself” or “If someone strikes you on your

cheek, turn also your left cheek to him.” Instead, he is taught: “You may

do whatever you wish to a Gentile.” He is even taught to see the execution

of a Gentile as a deed that pleases God. We have been writing that in Der

Stiirmer for twenty years, we have been preaching it to the whole world

for twenty years, and we have brought an understanding of the Jewish

Question to millions...we have done what we once said and prophesied

that we would do. As I said to you twenty years ago, the time will come
when Germans no longer live in barracks, but rather the Jews... Our hope
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is that the Jewish people will one day receive the penalty they deserve for
all the sorrow, misery, and trouble they have brought the peoples.'"®

Streicher asserted that the anti-Jewish pogrom in November 1938 was a justified form of
self-defense. Streicher’s career as a Gauleiter, ended with the aftermath of Kristallnacht
since it resulted in a vast financial cataclysm in German economy.'"”

Hitler, however, permitted Streicher to continue his weekly publication of Der
Stiirmer until Germany’s defeat in 1945. Streicher’s work was crucial in persuading the
German public that Jews were the root of everything evil and were largely responsible for
the economic crisis Germany was facing after World War One. Streicher’s publications
in Der Stiirmer had a strong effect on Germany’s citizens and assisted in the future
extermination of European Jewry. Streicher was also the author of the popular 1938
children’s book, Der Giftpilz (The Poison Mushroom). Der Gifipilz taught German
children from a young age how to identify a Jew and how to view him as a venomous
creature. In 1937, a year before the publication of Der Giftpilz, Streicher published a
manual for teachers explaining how children were to be taught to hate Jews:

Our children must know that Jews remain Jews, despite baptism, despite

the fact that they have lived in Germany for hundreds of years, despite the

fact that they dress as we do and have given themselves German names.

They never take on our way of thinking. They remain Jews, hucksters,

usurers, swindlers, criminals, because language, baptism, and domicile do

not change the blood."*°
Streicher’s relentless efforts to produce a notion of a malicious Jew, who was vastly
different than Germans, had an immense impact on German public opinion. The high

b

levels of the adoption of Streicher’s messages by the public demonstrate this. Teachers
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manuals, numerous German citizens subscribing to his insidious weekly publication, Der
Stiirmer, and his various other methods of spreading messages of Jewish hatred proved to
be highly influential on German public perception of Jews.

Streicher targeted Germans of all ages and preached Nazi ideology; his
propagandistic efforts fostered national Jewish hatred and widespread anti-Semitism. For
example, in a 1933 Der Stiirmer publication titled, Die Geheimpldne gegen Deutschland
enthiillt [Secret Plans against Germany Revealed], he wrote:

World Jewry faces Adolf Hitler. World Jewry faces Germany. The Jews

will fight without pity. We must also fight without pity against Pan-Jewry.

The Jewish people is the people of the Devil. It is a people of criminals

and murderers. The Jewish people must be exterminated from the face of

the earth.'”'

Such nauseating forms of rhetoric eventually allowed the adoption of new legal measures
to “solve the Jewish problem,” and became integrated into German society under Nazism.
Nazi ideology transmitted through forms of propaganda and Hitler’s promises were
appealing to many Germans who longed for national pride, vitality, and comfort.
According to Noakes and Pridham, Streicher and his publication were the most “extreme
and the most degrading examples of Nazi antisemitism,” so much so that even high
ranking officers of the regime found Streicher’s work to be revolting. Furthermore, in
gauging the effectiveness of Nazi propaganda such as Der Stiirmer, Noakes and Pridham
maintain that anti-Semitic propaganda was successful insofar that it reinforced the

“existing generally negative image of the Jews, which produce a widespread passive

antisemitism, without, however, succeeding in winning over many Germans to the

12! Bytwerk, Randall, “Secret Plans against Germany Revealed.”
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dynamic racism characteristic of Nazi Ideology.” '**

Rather, evidence as outlined in Nazi
agency reports demonstrates that the impact of propaganda was limited.

Germans were only interested in dealing with Jews if it concerned their own
material self-interests and they expressed little sympathy for Jews: “Many Germans
arrive with propositions for factories, the Jews are the organizers and administrators of
the whole war industry. Some 2,000 Jews or more leave the Ghetto to work outside.
They’ve begun getting winter clothing ready, ceaselessly sewing.”'>* According to the
journal Emmanuel Ringelblum kept in Warsaw, January was the month of the “fur-coat
decree,” which impacted the entire Government General of Poland.'** Jews in the
Warsaw ghetto were ordered to surrender their fur coats; many Christians and policemen
flooded the streets wearing the fur coats that once belonged to Jews.

As stated earlier, Hitler’s speeches were widely persuasive and compelling to
many Germans. Hitler’s selection as chancellor in 1933, coupled with his strong sense of
German nationalism, brought widespread relief and comfort to the German population as
he promised to mitigate suffering through the establishment of a re-born Germany. The
comfort Hitler promised the German people was alluring and tempted German citizens to

comply with Nazism’s ideologies.

122 Noakes & Pridham, Vol. 2, 350.
123 Ringelblum, 259.
124 1bid., 251.
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I. The Deception of Nazi Indoctrination

The NSDAP sought to create what Hitler called a Volksgemeinschaft; Hitler
Youth were among those that Hitler wanted to mobilize and exploit by integrating them
into his vision of a united German Volksgemeinschaft. In the 1934 Nuremburg rally Hitler
gave a speech concerning the recruitment of Hitler Youth:
We wish that you German boys and girls absorb in your minds all that we expect
of Germany in times to come. We want to be one people and you, my German
youth, are to become this people. In the future, we do not wish to see classes and
tribes and you must not allow them to develop among you.'*’
Hitler saw young Aryans of Germany as an important component to his vision of a new
German future. The propagandism German youth received by Hitler was incessant.

Omer Bartov chronicles Hitler Youth and other Nazi soldiers’ accounts in his
work Hitler’s Army and the way in which National Socialist indoctrination “molded the
minds and personalities of German youngsters.”'*® Through propaganda and other
destructive methods, German soldiers were trained to devote themselves and adhere to
Nazi ideology. In what Hitler titled his last “Political Testament” on 29 April 1945, just
two days before he would commit suicide, he maintained his belief in the Nazi cause and
the need to fight the war against world Jewry in order to prevent the annihilation of the
German ‘race:’

It is untrue that I or anyone else in Germany wanted the war in 1939. It

was desired and instigated exclusively by those international statesmen

who were either of Jewish descent or worked for Jewish interests.

Centuries will pass away, but out of the ruins of our towns and monuments

the hatred against those finally responsible whom we have to thank for

everything, International Jewry and its helpers, will grow ...Above all |
charge the leaders of the nation and those under them to scrupulous

125
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observance of the laws of race and to merciless opposition to the universal
poisoner of all peoples, international Jewry.'?’

To be sure, Hitler was charismatic and enthusiastic about Nazi ideology; furthermore, he

was particularly interested in gaining and preserving the trust of Nazi officers and Nazi

youth, even until his death. Alfons Heck, a zealous Hitler Youth whose mind was molded

by Nazi indoctrination, was deeply impacted by Hitler’s suicide in May 1945, as

illustrated in his memoir:

These words make me feel sick, as if I would have to vomit. I think that
my life has no sense any more. What was this battle for, what were the
deaths of so many people for? Life has apparently become worthless, for if
Hitler has shot himself, the Russians will have finally won....Has the
Fiihrer not betrayed his Volk then after all?'*®

According to Bartov, Alfons Heck is an example of a loyal follower of Hitler and the

Nazi cause. Heck’s greatest goal and desire in life became the sacrifice of himself for the

Fiihrer. Despite his lack of knowledge regarding National Socialist theory, Heck

continued to be an ideological fighter, embodying the “Idealtyp of the regime.”'*’ Bartov

examines the extent Nazi ideology shaped and transformed the Wehrmacht into Hitler’s

army and accepted its racial creeds:

Dehumanizing the enemy is an inherent element of war; when soldiers
attach a particular identity to the individual they confront on the
battlefield, pulling the trigger may become all but unbearable. Only in rare
cases do soldiers kill out of personal hatred for a specific individual;
rather, they may sense hatred or wish to take revenge on a generalized,
faceless entity who constitutes the ‘enemy.” Most often, soldiers find it
easier to kill each other precisely because they do not perceive the enemy
as a fellow human being. Indeed, soldiers confronted with the realization
that they had actually killed individuals not unlike themselves can be

Robert G. Moeller. The Nazi State and German Society: A Brief History with Documents.
(Boston, MA: Bedford, 2010), 182-183.

Bartov, 109-110.
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struck by a sense of personal guilt accompanied by outrage at those who
had ordered them to do the killing."*°

Once again we see an instance where it became standard policy to convince and
indoctrinate the soldiers to dehumanize the regime’s enemy in order to make killing
easier. According to Bartov, this process is an inherent element not only of Nazi
propaganda and ideology, but also of war in general. Nazi ideology did not seek to
understand why one was deemed an enemy or why they ordered to kill them; Nazism
only stressed the propagation of faith in their cause. Hitler realized as early as 1927 that
faith was more important than reasoning:

Be assured, we too put Glauben (faith) in the first place and not cognition.

One has to be able to believe in a cause. Only Glauben creates a state.

What motivates people to go to battle and to fight and to die for religious

ideas? Not cognition, but blind faith."
It was imperative for the Nazis to instill the belief of danger and fear among soldiers in
order to obtain their full compliance; this was carried out through forms such as speeches,
radio talks, newspaper articles, brochures, leaflets and other forms of propaganda directed
at the troops during the war. It is in these sorts of propagandistic measures that one
should keep in mind that Hitler was portrayed as similar to God, and that his mission was
“emanating from a divine will.” This sort of political faith and propaganda directed at the
Wehrmacht motivated their concrete compliance.'*?

The following images are from the infamous anti-Semitic children’s book Der

Giftpilz published by Julius Streicher. Der Giftpilz was a mode of propaganda that spread

images of the Jew as a dangerous and venomous creature:

"0 Ibid, 108.
B bid, 120.
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3

Der Giftpilz. The Poisonous Mushroom'’

133 Hiemer, Ernst & Julius Streicher. Der Gifipilz: (Nuremberg, Germany: Stiirmerverlag, 1938),

Cover Page. United States Holocaust Memorial Museum Visual Collection.
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et gegen den Juden tampit, ringt mit dem Teufel”  Julius Streider

“He who fights the Jews battles the Devil” —Julius Streicher’”

The above picture is from Julius Streicher’s children’s book Der Gifipilz. It depicts an image of a
young SS officer, a woman, and a young boy coming together in unison to fight in the war against
the Jews.

134 Ibid., United States Holocaust Memorial Museum Visual Collection.
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nier, Kleiner, hajt du etwas gang Giiges ! Aber dafiix miift ihr beide mit mir gehen..."

32

“Here children, I have some treats for you! In return, you both must come with me...”">’

Julius Streicher is portraying a Jewish man attempting to lure Aryan children with candy,
emphasizing the danger of Jews to both German citizens and the world.

135 Ibid., United States Holocaust Memorial Museum Visual Collection.
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iott bes Juben ift bas Geld. Und um Geld 3u perdienen, begeht er die g
den. Er rubt nidht eher, bis er auf einem grofgen Geldjad fifen tanm,
gum Kiomig bes Geldes geworden ijt.”

“The God of the Jews is money. And in order for him to earn money he commits the greatest of
crimes. He will not rest until he can sit on a large money sack, until he has become the king of
1 136
money.

German propaganda often characterizes Jews as being selfishly concerned with money and other
financial goods. Illustrated here is a Jew sitting upon a bag filled with money in front of the
entrance to a stock exchange building.

136 Ibid., United States Holocaust Memorial Museum Visual Collection.
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10. Summary

Gauging the effects of anti-Semitic propaganda and rhetoric on German
complicity and public opinion during the Third Reich becomes rather difficult in light of
a terroristic dictatorship’s natural tendency to distort opinion reports and to suppress and
omit opposition to the regime. SD reports and various Reports of the Reich presented no
opinions other than those favoring the Nazi regime. The much larger questions then
become, did anti-Semitic propaganda and rhetoric promote the complicity of Germans
living under the Nazi Regime in Germany and to what extent did they influence German
public opinion? The difficulty in answering this question is that the exploration of reports
on public morale in Germany falsely measured and reported public attitudes and opinions
concerning Nazi policy. Reports from the Reich and SD surveys did not represent a
realistic and unbiased representation of public mood under Nazism. However, the
authenticity and reliability of SD reports has not been the central concern of this study.
The inevitable bias and manipulation of such reports has already been declared and
demonstrated.

As I come to the conclusion of this essay, it has become clear to me that the
nature of the evidence available, and that which has been presented thus far, is
insufficient in pinpointing the exact extent propaganda and rhetoric influenced
widespread complicity of Germans under the Third Reich. However, to be sure, without
widespread indifference, which was rampant in German society and was imbued with
antisemitism, the Holocaust would never have occurred. Nor would the Holocaust have
occurred without the active complicity of large segments of the German population.

German society under Nazism was conditioned to adhere and maintain deference to
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Hitler and to the Nazi party. Eventually, this cloying lionization grew into a disturbing
loyalty to the regime. Germany was affected and persuaded by modern global and
regional flow of ideas such as the concept of race and hate, which were trumpeted
through anti-Semitic propaganda and rhetoric taking on various guises. | hope to indicate
something of value in this material, such as the importance of anti-Semitic propaganda
and rhetoric in the role of German complicity in the Holocaust as well as common
patterns and trends evident in public opinion during the Third Reich. That which is
deliberately omitted from these reports may be indicative of something more important
than what is presented; perhaps a more important dimension to these reports is what is

implicit, but not explicitly stated.
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