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Democracy, Depression,
and Instability:

he two decades followinQ World War | were marked_

by lnstabmty and uncertainty, Except In: Russ;a.

‘where the Bolsheviks had taken power, it appeared
that liberal dempcracy.‘had been established throughout
Europe as a resuit of World War 1. But soon a trend toward
_authbritarianism appeared, with many nations suffering
from political fluctuations. The sconomic problems left from
World War § and the immediate postwar period did not
disappear despite a brief period of fragile prosperity in the
mid-1920s. In 1929 the stock market crash in New York ini-
tiated the Great Depression in the United States, which
quickly spread to Europe. Huge numbers of people suffered
economically, and governments were pressured to effect
radical solutions to the problems. Not surprisingly, there
were great social strains through all of this. The difficuity of-

recovering from World War I was exacerbated by this polit-

7 :lcal and economic instability. Swept by uncertainty about
. the present and the future, society seemed to polarize into

opposmg classes and around competing ideologies.

A similar uncertainty characterized intellectual trends.
The optimism and faith in rationality typical of the eigh-
teenth and nineteenth centuries gave way to movements
such as relativism in the physical and social sciences,
Freudianism in psychology, and seeming anarchy in
the arts. The West was no longer so confident, and events
of the 1920s and 1930s added to that lack of confidence.

The selections in this chapter exemplify these trends.
Historians usually focus on Germany during the 1920s in
describing the general unrest and the efforts made to
respond to it. What was the nature of the political and
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economic disorder in Germany during the 1920s? In what
ways was there a sense that things were out of hand and
that the population was composed of many opposing fac-
tions? The Great Depression dealt the worst blow to the
industrial economy. How did the Depression make the future
of capltalism uncertain? What policies were pursued by gov-
ernments to deal with the Depression? How was the
Depression related to political disorder during the 1930s?
What was the long-term significance of the Depression?
Finally, a general sense of disilusionment and uncertainty
characterized intellectual fife. in what ways was disillusion-
ment particularly strong for the generation that came of age
in 19147 In what ways was there a feeling that nineteenth-

The Road Back

Erich Maria Remarque
and
Restless Days

Lilo Linke

With the establishment of the Weimar Republic at the end of
World War I, Germany had a government system much like
those of the other Western democracies. But the German
government was burdened with tremendous economic prob-
lems, continued social turmoil, and inexperienced politi-
cians laboring with the legacy of World War I. This society
and its mood are particularly well reflected in the culiural
productions of the period, for example, in the following
selections from Erich Maria Remarque and Lilo Linke.
Remarque, whose All Quiet on the Western Front
(1929) and The Road Back (1931) were two of the most
popular books of the peviod, was a German soldier duving
World War I. The first selection is from The Road Back,
which focuses on the life in Germany faced by the returning
soldier. The second selection is from Linke’s autobiography,
Restless Days.

CONSIDER: Any connections between World War I and
subsequient economic problems; the political problems facing
the Weimar Republic; how such an environment might prove
fertile for the rise of a political figure like Hitler.

Source: Excerpt from The Road Back by Erich Maria Remarque.
“Der Weg Zuriick.” Copyright © 1931 by Ullstein, A.G.: Copyright
renewed 1958 by Erich Marla Remarque; Lilo Linke, Resiless Days.
Reprinted by permission of Alfred A. Knopf, Inc., pp. 368-389,
Copyright © 1935 by Alfred A, Knopf, Inc., and renewed © 1963 by

Lilo Linke. —

century ideals were gone and that twentieth-century people
might be worse off than their predecessors?

A gloomy picture of life during the 1920s and 1930s
emerges from these materials. The growth of totalitarian-
ism during this period, to be examined in the next chapter,
will add to this negative image.

s¢=~ For Classroom Discussion

In what ways is the intevwar period best seen as one of de-
cline, disruption, and pessimism? Use the sources by
Crossman, Whol, Freud, and Ortega y Gasset.

Demonstrations in the streets have been called for this af-
ternoon. Prices have been soaring everywhete for months
past, and the poverty is greater even than it was during
the war. Wages are insufficient to buy the bare necessities
of life, and even though one may have the money it is
often impossible to buy anything with it. But ever more
and more gin palaces and dance halls go up, and ever
more and more blatant is the profiteering and swindling.

Scattered groups of workers on strike march through
the streets. Now and again there is a distutbance. A ru-
mour is going about that troops have been concentrated
at the barracks. But there is no sign of it as yet.

Here and there one hears cries and counter-cries.
Somebody is haranguing at a street corner, Then sud-
denly everywhere is silence.

A procession of men in the faded uniforms of the
front-line trenches is moving slowly toward us.

It is formed up by sections, marching in fours. Big
white placards are carried before: Where is the Fatherland's
gratitude?—The War Cripples are starving,

The men with one arm are carrying the placards, and
they look around continually to see if the procession s still
coming along properly behind them, for they are the fastest.

These are followed by men with sheep dogs on short,
leather leads. The animals have the red cross of the blind
at their collars, . . .

Behind the blind come the men with one eye, the tat-
tered faces of men with head wounds: wry, bulbous
mouths, faces without noses and without lower jaws,
entire faces one great red scar with a couple of holes
where formerly were a mouth and a nose. But above this
desolation, quiet, questioning, sad human eyes,

On these follow the long lines of men with legs am-
putated. Some already have artificial limbs that spring
forward obliquely as they walk and strike clanking on the
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pavement, as if the whole man were artificial, made up of
iron and hinges. Others have their trouser legs looped up
and made fast with safety pins. These go on crutches or
sticks with black rubber pads,

Then come the shakers, the shell-shocked. Their
hands, their heads, their clothes, their bodies quake as
though they still shudder with horror. They no longer
have control of themselves; the will has been extin-
guished, the muscles and nerves have revolted against
the brain, the eyes become void and impotent.

Sda~

It was no good to go on assuming that a common basis
for all the different groups and classes in Germany could
be found. The break between them became daily wider
and more irreparable. The plebiscite of the Right “against
the Young Plan and the war-guilt lie” proved just as un-
successful as those arranged in former years by the Left,
but the poison of the defamatory agitation remained in
the body of the community, and we watched its effects
with anxiety.

In my own family the political antagonism was grow-
ing past endurance. In October Fritz had finished his
apprenticeship in an old-established export house, at
the precise moment when the firm went bankrupt—a
minor incident compared with such events as the
breakdown of the Frankfurt General Insurance Com-
pany and the Civil Servants’ Bank or the enforced reor-
ganization and amalgamation of the Deutsche Bank
and the DiscontoGesellschaft, which all happened in
the course of the year and dangerously damaged the
whole economic life of Germany. Yet for my brother the
bankruptey of his firm overshadowed all other happen-
ings, since it meant that he lost his job. His three years’
training was in vain—there was not a single export firm
which was not forced to dismiss as many of its employ-
ees as possible. . .

“Yes, that’s just it—millions! If it isn’t my fault, whose
fault is it? T tell you—your friends, the French, the En-
glish, the Americans, all those damnable nations who in-
flict on us one dishonorable penalty after the other—
they are to blame for all this. Before the war the whole
world bought German goods. My firm exported to Aftica,
to the German colonies. Hundreds of thousands we
turned over every year. But they have robbed us of our
colonies, of all our foreign markets. They have stolen the
coal-mines in the Saar and in Upper Silesia, they squeeze
millions of marks out of our bleeding country. We'll never
rise again unless we free ourselves by another war.”

“Don’t be foolish, Fritz. Things are bad in the whole
world.”

“I don't care about the world, 1 care only about
Germany, which you and your pacifists have delivered
into the hands of our enemics. I despise you, you are not

worthy to call yourself a German.” —)

With Germany’s Unemployed
p

Heinrich Hauser

No nation was hit harder by the Great Depression than
Germany. By 1932 it had more than six million unemployed
workers and countless people wandering homeless along its
streets and voads. Many sought help in city shelters. The plight
of these people—like that of millions in other nations—is
veflected in the following account by Heinrich Hauser.

CONSIDER: Who Hauser observed along Germany's high-
ways; the psychological effects of the hardships on these
people; how such conditions might lead many to tum to Adolf
Hitler and the Nagis.

An almost unbroken chain of homeless men extends the
whole length of the great Hamburg-Berlin highway.

There are so many of them moving in both direc-
tions, impelled by the wind or making their way against
it, that they could shout a message from Hamburg to
Berlin by word of mouth. . . . All the highways in
Germany over which [ traveled this year presented the
same aspect. . . .

But most of the hikers paid no attention to me. They
walked separately or in small groups, with their eyes on
the ground. And they had the queer, stumbling gait
of barefooted people, for their shoes were slung over
their shoulders. Some of them were guild members,—
carpenters with embroidered wallets, knee breeches, and
broad felt hats; milkmen with striped red shirts, and
bricklayers with tall black hats,—but they were in a mi-
nority. Far more numerous were those whom one could
assign to no special profession or craft—unskilled young
people, for the most part, who had been unable to find a
place for themselves in any city or town in Germany, and
who had never had a job and never expected to have
one. There was something else that had never been seen
before—whole families that had piled all their goods into
baby carriages and wheelbarrows that they were pushing
along as they plodded forward in dumb despair. It was a
whole nation on the march.

[ saw them—and this was the strongest impression
that the year 1932 left with me—I saw them, gathered
into groups of fifty or a hundred men, attacking fields of
potatoes, I saw them digging up the potatoes and throw-
ing them into sacks while the farmer who owned the field
watched them in despair and the local policeman looked
on gloomily from the distance. I saw them staggering
toward the lights of the city as night fell, with their sacks
on their backs. What did it remind me of? Of the War, of

Souree: Helnrich Hauser, “With Germany's Unemployed,” Living Age,
vol, 344, no. 4398 (March 1933), pp. 27-29, 37-38,
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the worst periads of starvation in 1917 and 1918, but
even then people paid for the potatoes. . ..

I entered the huge Berlin municipal lodging house in
a northern quarter of the city. . ..

My next recollection is sitting at table in another room
on a crowded bench that is like a seat in a fourth-class
railway carriage. Hundreds of hungry mouths make an
enormous noise eating their food. The men sit bent over
their food like animals who feel that someone is going o
take it away from them. They hold their bow! with their
left arm part way around it, so that nobody can take it
away, and they also protect it with their other elbow and
with their head and mouth, while they move the spoon as
fast as they can between their mouth and the bowl. The
portions, for men on a normal diet, would be extraordi-
narily large. There must be about a quatt of stew in each
bowl, and it’s not bad, either. There is fat and strength in
it. But I am only halfway through mine when all my
neighbors have finished and are looking at me enviously.
[ give the rest to the Saxon, who looks at me in amaze-
ment. “Stomach ache,” I say. In the twinkling of an eye
the rest has disappeared.

Wash basins are brought in on the other side of the
room. Everyone washes his own bowl here, for he will
need it again for his morning meal.

Program of the Popular Front—

January 11, 1936

The Great Depression of the 1930s was a major blow to West-
ern stability. In many aveas it led to the fall of established gov-
emments and the vise of right-wing groups. In France in 1934,
Socialists and Communists, in part fearing the vise of fascism,
drew together into the Popular Front. In 1936, under the lead-
ership of Léon Bhum (1872-1950), the Popular Front came o
power, but only for about two years. The following is an excerpt
from the program of the Popular Front, January 11, 1936.

CONSIDER: The ways in which this document reflects the
tusmoil of public life during the 1930s; how the Popular Front
proposes to deal with the Depression; to what groups such a
program would most appeal and why.

1. Defence of Freedom.
1. A general amnesty.
2. Measures against the Fascist Leagues:
(a) The effective disarmament and dissolution
of all semi-tnilitary formations, in accor-
dance with the law.

Source: From David Thomson, Demaocracy in france. Reprinted by
permission of Oxford University Press (Oxford, Engtand, 5th ed., 1869),

pp. 310-314.
®

(b) The enforcement of legal measures in cases
of inciternent to murder or any attempt
against the safety of the State. ...

4. The Press:

(@) The repeal of the laws and decrees restrict-
ing freedom of opinion. . . .

(i) Measures ending the private monopoly
of commercial advertising and the scan-
dals of financial advertising, and
preventing the formation of newspaper
trusts.

() Organization by the State of wireless
broadcasts with a view to assuring the
accuracy of wireless news and the equality
of political and social organizations in
relation to radio.

5. Trade Union Liberties:

(«) Application and observance of trade union
freedom for all. )

(b) Recognition of women’s labour rights. . ..

{I. Defence of Peace.

i. Appeal to the people, and especially the working
classes, for collaboration in the maintenance
and organization of peace.

2. International collaboration within the
framework of the League of Nations for
collective security, by defining the aggressor and
by joint application of sanctions in cases of
aggression.

3. Ceaseless endeavour to pass from armed peace
to disarmed peace, first by a convention of
limitation, and then by the general, simultane-
ous and effectively controlled reduction of
armaments.

4. Nationalization of war industries and suppression
of private trade in armaments. V

5. Repudiation of secret diplomacy; international -
action and public negotiation to bring back to
Geneva the states which have left it without
weakening the essential principles of the League
of Nations, which are the principles of collective
security and indivisible peace. . .. '

11L. Economic Demands. 5
1. Restoration of purchasing power destroyed or-
reduced by the cisis.

(@) Against unemployment and the crisis in-
industry.

(i) Establishment of a national unemploy”

ment fund.

(i) Reduction of the working week wit

reduction of the weekly wage.-

(iif) Bringing your workers into employmef
by establishing a system of adequate’
sions for aged workers.

hot
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(iv) Rapid execution of a public works
programme, both urban and rural, link-
ing local investments with schemes
financed by the State and local
authorities, . .

2. Against the robbery of investors and for the
better organization of credit:

(a) Regulation of banking business. . . -

(¢) In order to remove credit and investment
from the control of the economic
oligarchy, the Bank of France must cease
to be a private concern, and “The Bank
of France” must become “France’s
Bank.”. ..

IV, Financial Pwrification. . . .

3. Democratic reform of the system of taxation as
to relax the fiscal burden blocking economic
recovery, and raising revenue by measures
against large fortunes. Rapid steepening of
income tax on incomes above 75,000 francs
a year; reorganization of death duties; special
taxes on monopoly profits, but in such a way as
to have no effects on retail prices. Measures
against tax evasions, in connexion with transfer-
able (“bearer”) securities.

The Revolt of the Masses

José Ortega v Gasset

The disillusionment of the 1920s and 19305, often associ-
ated with the effects of World War 1, is reflected in many of
the more profound attempts (o understand Western civiliza-
tion and the human condition. But this intellectual trend
should not be seen only as a veaction to World War I. In The
Revolt of the Masses (1930), one of the most influential
works of the peviod, José Ortega y Gusset (1883-1955)
laments the population increase, the 7ise of the “masses,”
and the decline of the elite, culewved, liberal civilization
of the nineteenth century. Ortega, a strong liberal and
antimonarchist, became professor of metaphysics at the
University of Madrid in 1910 and Spain’s leading intellec-
tual, Anticipating the defeat of the Republicans, he fled
Spain in 1936. In the following exceipt from The Revolt of
¢he Masses, he introduces the themes he will deal with in the
rest of the book.

CONSIDER: Why the vise to power of the masses is so seri-
ous; how Ortega distinguishes the “masses” from the “quali-
fied minorities”; whether he presents a valid criticism of
modem democracy.

Sounce: Fosé Ortega y Gasset, The Revolt of the Masses. Reprinted by
permission of W. W, Norton & Co., Inc. {New York, 1932), pp. 11, 16, 18.

®

There is one fact which, whether for good or ill, is of
utmost importance in the public life of Europe at the
present moment. This fact is the accession of the masses
to complete social power. As the masses, by definition,
neither should nor can direct their own personal exis-
tence, and still less rule society in general, this fact means
that actually Europe is suffering from the greatest crisis
that can afflict peoples, nations, and civilisation. Such a
crisis has occurred more than once in history. Its charac-
teristics and its consequences are well known. So also is
its name. It is called the rebellion of the masses. ...

There exist, then, in society, operations, activities, and
functions of the most diverse order, which are of their very
nature special, and which consequently cannot be prop-
erly carried out without special gifts. For example: cettain
pleasures of an artistic and refined character, or again the
functions of government and of political judgment in
public affairs. Previously these special activities werc exer-
cised by qualified minorities, or at least by those who
claimed such qualification. The mass asserted no right to
{ntervene in them; they realised that if they wished to in-
tervene they would necessarily have to acquire those spe-
cial qualities and cease being mere mass. They recognised
their place in a healthy dynamic social system. . . .

The characteristic of the howr is that the commonplace
mind, knowing itself to be commonplace, has the assurance to
proclaim the rights of the commonplace and to impose them
wherever it will. As they say in the United States: “to be
different is to be indecent.” The mass crushes beneath it
everything that is different, everything that is excellent,
individual, qualified and select. Anybody who is not like
everybody, who does not think like everybody, runs the
risk of being eliminated. And it is clear, of course, that
this “everybody” is not “everybody.” “Everybody” was
normally the complex unity of the mass and the diver-
gent, specialised minorities. Nowadays, “everybody” is
the mass alone. Here we have the formidable fact of our
times, described without any concealment of the brutal-
ity of its features.

Civilization and Its Discontents

Sigmund Freud

Psychoanalysis became one of the most powerful intellectual
influences in the twentieth century. In part, it was based on
the older eighteenth- and nineteenth-century optimism about

Source: Sigmund Freud, Civilization and its Discontents, in The
Standard Editlon of the Complete Psycholaglcal Works of Sigmund
Freud, James Strachay, trans. and ed. Reprinted by permission of
W.W. Norton & Co., nc. (New York, 1961), pp. 58-59, 92, The Hogarth
Press, Ltd., Sigmund Freud Copyrights Ltd., and The Institute of
Psycho-Analysis.



226 = CHAPTER 16

the power of human rationality and scientific investigation: Ie
assumed that human behavior could be even more deeply
wunderstood than before through scientific observation and
that rational understanding could alleviate pain and prob-
lems. In other ways, however, it reflected the late-nineteenth-
and early-twentieth-century attack on rationality: It argued
that much of human behavior is irrational, unconscious, and
instinctual. Finally, it echoed some of the pessimism fosteved
by the experience of World War 1: Civilization was increas-
ingly thveatened by deep, antisocial drives such as those for
sex or aggression. Sigmund Freud (1856-1939), the person
most responsible for developing psychoanalysis, was a
Viennese newrologist who became increasingly interested in
psychoanalysis as @ theory of human behavior, as ¢ method of
investigation, and as a treatment for certain illnesses.
The following is a selection from Civilization and Its
Discontents (1929), written the aftermath of World
War I and toward the end of Erend’s life. In it Freud speaks
of the fragility of civilization.

ConsIDER: How this selection veflects the experience of
World War I; the ways in which this document reflects and
contributes to the sense of uncertainty common in this period;
similarities between Ortega and Freud.

The element of truth behind all this, which people are
so ready to disavow, is that men are not gentle creatures
who want to be loved, and who at the most can defend
themselves if they are attacked; they are, on the con-
trary, creatures among whose instinctual endowments is
to be reckoned a powerful share of aggressiveness. As a
result, their neighbour is for them not only a potential
helper or sexual object, but also someone who tempts
them to satisfy their aggressiveness on him, to exploit
his capacity for work without compensation, to use him
sexually without his consent, to seize his possessions, to
humiliate him, to cause him pain, to torture and to kill
him. Homo homini lupus.! Who, in the face of all his ex-
perience of life and of history, will have the courage to
dispute this assertion! As a rule this cruel aggressive-
ness waits for some provocation Or puts itself at the
service of some other purpose, whose goal might also
have been reached by milder measures. In circum-
stances that are favourable to it, when the mental
counter-forces which ordinarily inhibit it are out of ac-
tion, it also manifests itself spontaneously and reveals
man as a savage beast to whom consideration towards
his own kind is something alien. Anyone who calls to
mind the atrocities committed during racial migrations
or the invasions of the Huns, or by the people known as

Tupan is a wolf to man.” Derived from Plautus, Asinaria ll, iv, 88,

©

Mongols under Jenghiz Khan and Tamerlane, or at the
capture of Jerusalem by the pious Crusaders, or even,
indeed, the horrors of the recent World War-—anyone
who calls these things to mind will have to bow humbly
before the truth of this view. '

The existence of this inclination to aggression,
which we can detect in ourselves and justly assume to
be present in others, is the factor which disturbs our re-
lations with our neighbour and which forces civiliza-
tion into such a high expenditure [of energyl. In con-
sequence of this primary mutual hostility of human
beings, civilized society is perpetually threatened with
disintegration. The interest of work in common would
not hold it together; instinctual passions are stronger
than reasonable interests. Civilization has to use its ut-
most efforts in order to set limits to man's aggressive in-
stincts and to hold the manifestations of them in check
by psychical reaction-formations. Hence, therefore,
the use of methods intended to incite people into iden-
tifications, and aim-inhibited relationships of love,
Lence the restriction upon sexual life, and hence too
the ideal’s commandment to love one’s neighbour as
oneself—a commandment which is really justified by
the fact that nothing else tuns so strongly counter to
the original nature of man. In spite of every effort,
these endeavours of civilization have not so far
achieved very much. It hopes to prevent the crudest
excesses of brutal violence by itself assuming the tight
to use violence against criminals, but the law is not
able to lay hold of the more cautious and refined man-
ifestations of human aggressiveness.

G

The fateful question for the human species seems 0

e to be whether and to what extent their cultural de-

velopment will succeed in mastering the disturbance of

their communal life by the human instinct of aggression -
and self-destruction, It may be that in this respect pre-.
cisely the present time deserves a special interest. Men :
have gained control over the forces of nature to suchan.

extent that with their help they would have no difficuley;
in exterminating one another to the last man, The
know this, and hence comes a large part of their current
unrest, their unhappiness and their mood of anxiet

And now it is to be expected that the other of the two.

“Heavenly Powers,” eternal Eros, will make an effort €0,
assert himself in the struggle with his equally jmmortal
adversaty. But who can foresee with what success an
with what result?® :

SR

Zfhe final senterice was added in 1931—when the menace of Hilier. -
was already becoming apparent. '

H
i
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Decadence in the Weimar
Republic

George Grosy

The following 1921 drawing by the German artist
George Grosz (figuve 16. 1) shows some of the prob-
lems facing Western societies, particularly Germany,
shortly after Woild War 1. The wealthy few indulge
in leisure activities while guards pratect their facto-
sies. The vest of the people are crippled veterans,
banksupt businessmen, old women, young children,
and the poor. They appear to feel isolated, distrustful,
and out of place. The subject matter of this drawing
is typical of art and literature that attacked capital-
ism and militavism beteveen the wars.

-t

CONSIDER: How this drawing relates to the selec-
tion by Linke or the one by Remarque.

Unemployment and Politics in
the Weimar Republic

Economic and political developments often go hand
in hand. Many historians argue that this swas partic-
wlarly the case in Germany duving the 1920s and

FIGURE 16.1  (©The Granger Collection, New York)

May 4, December 7, May 20, September 14, July 81, November 6,
1924 1924 1928 1930 1932 1932
Number of Eligible Voters
(in millions) 38.4 39.0 41.2 43.0 44,2 44.2
Votes Cast {in millions) 29.7 30.7 312 35.2 37.2 357
Nationa! Socialist
German Workers Party 1,018,000 908,000 810,000 6,407,000 13,779,000 11,737 ,000
. 6.6% 3% 2.6% 18.3% 37.3% 33.1%
German Nationalist
People's Party 5,696,000 6,209,000 4,382,000 2,458,000 2,187,000 3,131,000
(Conservative) 19.5% 20.5% 14.2% 7% 5.9% 8.8%
Center Party 3,014,000 4,121,000 3,712,000 4,127,000 4,589,000 4,230,000
{Catholic) 18.4% 13.6% 12.1% 11.8% 12.4% 11.9%
Democratic Party 1,665,000 1,921,000 1,506,000 1,322,000 373,000 339,000
{The German State Party) 5.7% 6.3% 4.9% 3.8% 1% 1%
Soctal Democratic Party 6,009,000 7,886,000 9,153,000 8,676,000 7,960,000 7,261,000
20.5% 26% 29.8% 24.5% 21.6% 20.4%
Communist Party 3,693,000 2,712,000 3,265,000 4,580,000 5,370,000 5,980,000
12.6% 9% 10.6% 13.1% 14.3% 16.9%
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early 1930s. Chart 16.1 and Cha?’t 16.2 deal with the Unelnploynlent During tlle Great
Weimar Republic in Germany between 1924 and 1932. The Denressi 1930-1938
first shows election results by political parties to the Reichstag; epression, -
the second shows unemployment figures. While the Great Depression of the 1930s had worldwide con-
sequences, it didn’t affect all countries equally. One way of
CONSIDER: The relationship between unemployment and ~ comparing the course of the Depression in different countries
" yoting patteins. is to examine national unemployment, pevhaps the most telling

1924 1928 7930 July 31, 1932 QOctober 31, 1932 . b
978,000 1,368,000 3,076,000 5,392,000 5,108,000 .

Source: Joachim Remak, ed., The Nazi Years: A Documentary History (Englewood Cliffs, Nd: Simon & Schuster, Inc., 1868), p. 44. .

Garmany Japan

Year Number Percentage Number Percentage
1930 3,075,680 — 369,408 5.3%
1931 4,519,704 23.7% 422,755 6.1
1932 5,675,492 30.1 485,681 6.8
1933 4,804,428 25.8 408,710 56
1934 2,718,309 14.5 372,941 5.0
19356 2,151,039 11.6 356,044 4.6
1936 1,592,655 8.1 338,365 43
1837 912,312 4.5 295,443 3.7 -
1938 (June) 429,475 20 230,262 29

Great Britain ) United Stales
Year Number Percentage Number Percentage.
1930 1,464,347 11.8% 4,340,000 8.7%’ .
1931 2,129,359 16.7 8,020,000 16.9 P
1932 2,254,857 17.6 12,060,000
1933 2,110,090 16.4 12,830,000
1934 1,801,913 13.01 1,340,000
1935 1,714,844 13.1 10,610,000
1936 1,497,687 11.2 9,030,000
1937 1,277,928 9.4 7,700,000
1938 {Nov.) 1,628,133 10.8 10,380,000
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The Generation of 19 14
Disillusionment

Robert Wohl

The end of World War I saised hopes and expectations
among lavge numbers of people. In a few years those hopes and
expectations turmed mto disappointment and disillusionment,
coloving the two decades between World Wars I and 1L In the
following selection Robert Wohl analyzes the origins and mean-
ing of this disillusionment, focusing on the shared experiences
of the generation of Europeans who were born during the
1890s and who had to shoulder miuch of the burden of the war.

Sounce: Reprinted by permission of the publishers from The Generatlon
of 1914 by Robert Wohl. Cambridge, MA: Harvard Universily Press.
Copyright © 1979 by the President and Fellows of Harvard College.
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index of the depth of the Great Depression and its social con-
sequences. Chart 16.3 traces wnemployment numbers and
unemployment as a percentage of the civilian labor force in
four countries between 1930 and 1938.

CONSIDER: Which countries suffeved move than others;
where unemployment pevsisted the longest; possible reasons
why Japen was not hit so hard as other countries.

Unemployment and the
Appeal to Women

The Nazi party used unemployment das pait of its political
appeal to women, das revealed in the following 1931 poster
(figwve 16.2). It states: “Women! Millions of Men Are With-
out Work. Millions of Children Ave Without a Future. Save
the German Family! Vote for Adolf Hitler!”

CONSIDER: Why certain political parties gained and others
lost as unemployment grew during the Depression years; how
these charts relate to the drawing by Grosz, the selections by
Linke and Remarque, and the Nazi poster; ways this postey
was designed to appeal, in particular to Gennan women.

CONSIDER: Why the first few years of peace were s0 CTi-
cial for the creation of cynicism and disillusionment among
survivors of the war; the forms disillusionment took; possible
consequences of the developments of 1917-1920 according
to Wohl.

When we think of the army of returning veterans during
the 1920s, we see them through the eyes of Remarque
and Hemingway as a generation of men crippled, both
physically and morally, by their service in the war. Many
a0 doubt were. Yet it is a fact that the famed cynicisin
and disillusionment of the survivors Wett, to a great
extent, a product of the first few years of peace. To un-
derstand this mood of disillustonment we must recall che
attitudes and expectations that soldiers brought home
with them, attitudes and expectations that were also
widespread among the younger population as a whole.

&)
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Flve-year Plan
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he end of World War | and the arrangements made

at the Paris Peace Conference i in. 1919 seemed t0

represent success for parllamentary democracy.
But during the 1920s and 1930s, that success provedtobe
more apparent than real. The 1917 revolution had already
brought a Communist regxme to power in Russia. During
the following :two decades, Communist parties spread
throughout Europe and were perceived as a great threat,
but they did not come to power outside of the Soviet Union,
Authoritarian movements of the right became the most im-
mediate danger to pariamentary democracy. The first of
these movements was Mussolini's fascism, which became '
dominant in ltaly in 1922, By the end of the decade
regimes in Eastern and Southern Europe were becoming
more authoritarian. This trend became stronger during the
Depression of the 1930s. There was a rereat toward na-
tionalistic economic palicies and greater central control by
governments attempting to deal with the despair, destruc-

Russtan Munich
Hevolution Conference
End of USSR
Worid Warl Constitutlon

B ()

Communism, Fascism,
and Authoritarianism

,’tlon and dtslocatlon acoompanymg the Depression. In
Centraf Eastem and Southern Europe, the Depression fu-
eled already strong tendencies. toward dictatorships and
fascism. The most extreme of nght«st ldeology was Hitler's
- Nazism, which became dominant in Germany in 1933. By
the’ end of that decade, Europe was embroiled In a new
World War even greater than World War 1.

Historians and social scientists looking at this period
sometimes focus on the rise of “totalitarianism.” This is a
controversial term that is hard to evaluate objectively. Gen-
erally, it refers to a form of government that shares certain
traits. It rejects individualism, a single party is in power, and
the state controls almost all aspects of fife {economic activ-
ities, social organizations, cultural institutions, the military,
and politics). It has one official, revolutionary ideology, and
terror, propaganda, and mass communications are used
as tools of power. Yet there have been important differ-
ences among states that have been called totalitarian.
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Communism in Russia under Stalin and its professed op-
posite, Nazism in Germany, sprang from different sources
and ideologies, Even though German Nazism and ltalian
fascism resembled each other, some scholars question
whether Italian fascism was thorough and effective enough
to be considered totalitarian, Other nationalistic authoritar-
ian regimes of the right, from Eastern Europe o Spain and
Portugal, shared only certain slements of fascism. Never-
theless, many scholars still argue that the concept of total-
itarianism does provide us with a tool to use in interpreting
important developments between the two world wars.

This chapter addresses a number of broad questicns.
What were the main features of these regimes? How were
they similar to and different from one another? How
can their appeal and the power they commanded over
people be explained? [n what ways were they related fo
nineteenth- and early-twentieth-century trends?

The selections in this chapter survey Communism,
fascism, and authoritarianism from a variety of perspec-
tives, What characteristics do these regimes share and
how do these regimes differ from parliamentary systems?
The sefections on Mussolini and ltalian fascism focus on

L=~

The Doctrine of Fascism

Benito Mussolini

Italy was the fivst Ewropean power to tum to fascism. The
country was one of the victors in World War 1, but the war
was costly and Ttaly did not gain much. After the war the
country was marked by instability, weak governments, and an
apparent threat from the left. Benito Mussolini (1883-1945),
a former leader of the Socialist party and a veteran of the war,
organized the Italian Fascist party in 1919, Strongly national-
istic, the party stood against the Versailles Treaty, left-wing
radicalism, and the established government. After leading his
Blackshirts in a march on Rome in 1922, Mussolini was
invited by King Victor Enunanuel Il to form a government.
Ower the next few years Mussolini effectively eliminated
any opposition and ‘installed his fascist state system, which
would last some twenty vyears. The following document
contains excerpts from “The Political and Social Doctvine of
Fascism,” an article signed by Mussolini and written avith the
philosopher Giovanni Gentile that oviginally appeared in

Source: Benito Mussolini, “The Political and Social Doctrine of
Fascism,” Infernational Conciliation, No. 306 {January 1935}, pp. 7-17.
Originally published by the Carnegie Endowment for Infernational
Peace, as part of the International Conclliation Series.

the ideology of fascism and its historical place. An effort is
made to distinguish German Nazism from Halian fascism,
to analyze Nazism's appeal, to undersiand the extremes—
including the policy of genocide—possible under such a
system, and to evaluate the role of Hitler in shaping
Nazism. Three of the most controversial aspects of Stalin
and Russian communism are examined: Stalin’s justifica-
tion for the policy against the kulaks in 1929, his analysis of
democracy as part of his defense of the 19386 Soviet
Constitution, and his massive purges of the 1930s.

in addition to offering broad insights into Gommunism,
fascism, and authoritarianism during the 1920s and 1930s,
the selections in this chapter provide some of the back-
ground of World War I, which will be covered in the next
chapter.

g2~ For Classroom Discussion

How do you explain the appeal of Nazism? Use evidence
from the primary sowrces by Joseph Goebbels and Eugene
Kogon and the interpretation by Klaus Fischer.

the Enciclopedia Italiana in 1932, It describes the ideologi-
cal foundations of ltalian fascism. These excerpts emphasize
the vejection of traditional demacracy, liberalism, and social-
ism as well as faith in the authoriterian, fascist state.

CONSIDER: The greatest sources of appeal in the doctrine
according to Mussolini; the ways in which this doctrine can be
considered a vejection of major histovical trends that had been
developing aver the previous century; the govermment policies
that would logically flow from such a doctyine.

Fascism, the more it considers and observes the future
and the development of humanity quite apart from
political considerations of the moment, believes neither
in the possibility nor the utility of perpetual peace. It thus
repudiates the doctrine of Pacifism—born of a renuncia-
tion of the struggle and an act of cowardice in the face of
sacrifice. War alone brings up to its highest tension all
human energy and puts the stamp of nobility upon the
peoples who have the courage to meet it. . , .

The Fascist accepts life and loves it, knowing nothing
of and despising suicide; he rather conceives of life as
duty and struggle and conquest, life which should be
high and full, lived for oneself, but above all for othets—
those who are at hand and those who are far distant,
contemporaries, and those who will come after. . . .




Such a conception of life makes Fascism the complete
opposite of that doctrine, the base of so-called scientific
and Marxian Socialism, the materialist conception of
history. . . . Fascism, now and always, believes in holiness
and in heroism; that is to say, in actions influenced by no
economic motive, direct or indirect. . . .

Fascism repudiates the conception of “economic”
happiness, to be realized by Socialism and, as it were, at a
given moment in economic evolution to assure to every-
one the maximum of well-being. Fascism denies the
materialist conception of happiness as a possibility, and
abandons it to its inventors, the economists of the fitst
half of the nineteenth century. . . .

After Socialism, Fascism combats the whole com-
plex system of democratic ideology, and repudiates it,
whether in its theoretical premises or in its practical
application. Fascism denies that the majority, by the
simple fact that it is a majority, can direct human soci-
ety; it denies that numbers alone can govern by means
of a periodical consultation, and it affirms the im-
mutable, beneficial, and fruitful inequality of mankind,
which can never be permanently leveled through the
mere opetation of 2 mechanical process such as univer.
sal suffrage. . . .

Fascism denies, in democracy, the absurd conven-
tional untruth of political equality dressed out in the garb
of collective irresponsibility, and the myth of “happiness”
and indefinite progress. But if democracy may be con-
ceived in diverse forms—that is to say, taking democracy
to mean a state of society in which the populace are not
reduced to impotence in the State—Fascism may write
itself down as “an organized, centralized, and authorita-
tive democracy,”

Fascism has taken up an attitude of complete opposi-
tion to the doctrines of Liberalism, both in the political
field and the field of economics. . . . Fascism uses in its
construction whatever elements in the Liberal, Social, or
Democratic doctrines still have a living value; it main-
tains what may be called the certainties which we owe to
history, but it rejects all the rest—that is to say, the
conception that there can be any doctrine of unques-
tioned efficacy for all times and all peoples. Given that
the nineteenth century was the century of Socialism, of
Liberalism, and of Democracy, it does not necessarily
follow that the twentieth century must also be a century
of Socialism, Liberalism, and Democracy: political doc-
trines pass, but humanity remains; and it may rather be
expected that this will be a century of authority, a
century of the Left, a century of Fascism. For if the nine-
teenth century was a century of individualism (Liberal-
ism always signifying individualism) it may be expected
that this will be the century of collectivism, and hence
the century of the State. It is a perfectly logical deduction
that a new doctrine can utilize all the still vital elements
of previous doctrines. . ., ‘ , —
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The foundation of Fascism is the conception of the
State, its character, its‘duty, and its aim. Fascism con-
ceives of the State as an absolute, in comparison with
which all individuals or groups are relative, only to be
conceived of in their relation to the State. The con-
ception of the Liberal State is not that of a directing
force, guiding the play and development, both material
and spiritual, of a collective body, but merely a force
limited to the function of recording results: on the
other hand, the Fascist State is itself conscious, and has
irself a will and a personality—thus it may be called the
“ethic” State. . . .

If every age has its own characteristic doctrine, there
are a thousand signs which point to Fascism as the char-
acteristic doctrine of our time. For if a doctrine must be a
living thing, this is proved by the fact that Fascism has
created a living faith; and that this faith is very powerful
in the minds of men, is demonstrated by those who have
sulfered and died for it.

Fascism has henceforth in the world the universality
of all those doctrines which, in realizing themselves, have
represented a stage in the history of the human spirit.

Mein Kampf
Adolf Hitler ’

The most extreme and racist form of fascism arose in
Germany under the Nazis, led by Adolf Hitler
(1889-1945). After sevving in World War 1, Hitler joined
and soon took control of the small National Socialist German
Workers party. In the early 19305, after years of relative
obscurity, the Nazi party gained popularity with a nationalis-
tic program attacking the Versailles Treaty, the Weimar
Republic, the Communists, and above all the Jews. In 1933
Hitler was appointed chancellor and Germany was soon
transformed into a Nazi state. Hitler's ideology, his mental
processes, and some of the ideas behind. Nazism are
ilustrated in his vather formless book Mein Kampf (“My
Struggle”). It was written in 1924 while he was in jail for his
efforts to overthrow the government of Bavaria in southern
Germany. With the growing popularity of the Nazi party in
the early 1930s, the book became a best-seller. In these selec-
tions from Mein Kampf, Hitler displays his anti-Semitism,
argues that a vacial analysis is central to an understanding of
history, and indicates his vision of German expansion east-
ward at the expense of Russia.

Source: Adolf Hitler, Meln Kampf, R. Manhelm, irans. Reprinted by
permission of Houghton Mifflin Company (New York, 1943),

pp. 290296, 300-302, 305-308, 312-320, 323-327, 580-583,
649~655, and the Hutchinson Publishing Group Ltd. (London, 1943).
Copyright © 1943 and © renewed 1971 by Houghton Mifflln Co.
{U.S. Rights), and by the Hutchinson Publishing Group Lid,
{Canadian Rights). '
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ConsIDER: How Hitler connects the Jews, the Marxists,
and German expansion eastward; on what points Mussolini
might agree with Hitler heve; the ways in which these ideas
might be appealing, poprday, or acceptable in the historical cir-
cumstances of Germany in the early 1930s.

If we were to divide mankind into three groups, the
founders of culture, the bearers of culture, the destroyers
of culture, only the Aryan could be considered as the rep-
resentative of the first group. From him originate the
foundations and walls of all human creation, and only the
outward form and color are determined by the changing
traits of character of the various peoples. He provides the
mightiest building stones and plans for all human
progress and only the execution cotresponds to the
nature of the varying men and races. . . .

Blood mixture and the resultant drop in the racial level
is the sole cause of the dying out of old cultures; for men
do not perish as a result of lost wars, but by the loss of that
force of resistance which is contained only in pure blood.

All who are not of good race in this world are chaff. . .

With satanic joy in his face, the black-haired Jewish
youth lutks in wait for the unsuspecting girl whom he de-
files with his blood, thus stealing her from her people. With
every means he tries to destroy the racial foundations of the
people he has set out to subjugate. Just as he himself sys-
tematically ruins women and girls, he does not shrink back
from pulling down the blood barriers for others, even on a
large scale. It was and it is Jews who bring the Negroes into
the Rhineland, always with the same secret thought and
clear aim of ruining the hated white race by the necessarily
resulting bastardization, throwing it down from its cultural
and political height, and himself rising to be its master.

For a racially pure people which is conscious of its
blood can never be enslaved by the Jew. In this world he
will forever be master over bastards and bastards alone,

And s0 he tries systematically to lower the racial level
by a continuous poisoning of individuals.

And in politics he begins to replace the idea of demoe-
racy by the dictatorship of the proletariac.

In the organized mass of Marxism he has found the
weapon which lets him dispense with democracy and in
its stead allows him to subjugate and govern the peoples
with a dictatorial and brutal fist.

He works systematically for revolutionization in a
twofold sense: economic and political.

Around peoples who offer too violent a resistance to
attack from within he weaves a net of enemies, thanks to
his international influence, incites them to war, and
finally, if necessary, plants the flag of revolution on the
very battlefields.

In economics he undermines the states until the social
enterprises which have become unprofitable are taken
from the state and subjected to his financial control.

g

In the political field he refuses the state the means
for its self-preservation, destroys the foundations of all
national self-maintenance and defense, destroys faith in
the leadership, scoffs at its history and past, and drags
everything that is truly great into the gutter.

Culturally he contaminates art, literature, the theater,
makes a mockery of natural feeling, overthtows all con-
cepts of beauty and sublimity, of the noble and the good,
and instead drags men down into the sphere of his own
base nature.

Religion is ridiculed, ethics and morality represented
as outmoded, until the last props of a nation in its strug-
gle for existence in this world have fallen.

Now begins the great last revolution. In gaining
political power the Jew casts off the few cloaks that he
still wears. The democratic people’s Jew becomes the
blood-Jew and tyrant over peoples. In a few years he tries
to exterminate the national intelligentsia and by robbing
the peoples of their natural intellectual leadership makes
them ripe for the slave’s lot of permanent subjugation.

The most frightful example of this kind is offered by
Russia, where he killed or starved about thirty million peo-
ple with positively fanatical savagery, in part amid inhuman
tortures, in order to give a gang of Jewish journalists and
stock exchange bandits domination over a great people.

The end is not only the end of the freedom of the
peoples oppressed by the Jew, but also the end of this par-
asite upon the nations. After the death of his victim, the
vampire sooner or later dies too. . .,

Gz~

And so we National Socialists consciously draw a line
beneath the foreign policy tendency of owr pre-War period, We
take up where swe broke off six hundved years ago. We stop the
endless Genman movement to the south and west, and tum
our gaxe toward the land in the east. At long last we break off
the colonial and commercial policy of the pre-War period and
shift to the soil policy of the future.

If we speak of soil in Europe today, we can primarily
have in mind only Russia and her vassal border states.

Here Fate itself seems desirous of giving us a sign. By
handing Russia to Bolshevism, it robbed the Russian na-
tion of that intelligentsia which previously brought about
and guaranteed its existence as a state. For the organiza-
tion of a Russian state formation was not the result of the
political abilitics of the Slavs in Russia, but only a wondes-
ful example of the state-forming efficacity of the German
element in an inferior race. Numecrous mighty empires on .
earth have been created in this way. Lower nations led by
Germanic otganizers and overlords have more than once
grown to be mighty state formations and have endured as
long as the racial nucleus of the creative state race main-
tained itself. For centuries Russia drew nourishment from
this Germanic nucleus of its upper leading strata. Today it

17




can be regarded as almost totally exterminated and extin-
guished. It has been replaced by the Jew. Inpossible as it is
for the Russian by himself to shake off the yoke of the Jew
by his own resources, it is equally impossible for the Jew to
maintain the mighty empire forever. He himself is no ele-
ment of organization, but a ferment of decomposition. The
Persian empire in the east is ripe for collapse. And the end
of Jewish rule in Russia will also be the end of Russia as a
state. We have been chosen by Fate as witnesses of a catas-
trophe which will be the mightiest confirmation of the
soundness of the folkish theory.

Nazi Propaganda Pamphlet
Joseph Goebbels

Propaganda was strongly emphasized by the Nazs as a
method of acquiring and maintaining power. Joseph Goebbels
(1897-1945), an early leader in the Nazi party, was made
chief of propaganda in 1929, minister for propaganda and na-
tional enlightenment in 1933, and a member of Hitler's cabi-
net council in 1938, The following is an excerpt from a 1930
pamphlet, written by Goebbels, describing why the Nagis are
nationalists, “socialists,” and against Jews and Manrxists.

CONSIDER: How this document veflects the character of life
in Germany during the 1920s; to whom this document was
designed to appeal and in what ways it might be a convincing
piece of propaganda; in tone, quality, and ideas, how this com-
pares with Mussolini’s “Doctrine of Fascism”; how Nazi
“socialism” differs from more traditional or Marxist concep-
tions of socialism.

WHY ARE WE NATIONALISTS?

We are NATIONALISTS because we see in the
NATION the only possibility for the protection and the
furtherance of our existence.

The NATION is the organic bond of a people for the
protection and defense of their lives. He is nationally
minded who understands this IN WORD AND IN DEED.

Today, in GERMANY, NATIONALISM has degener-
ated into BOURGEOIS PATRIOTISM, and its power
exhausts itself in tilting at windmills. It says GERMANY
and means MONARCHY. It proclaims FREEDOM and
means BLACK-WHITE-RED.

WE ARE NATIONALISTS BECAUSE WE, AS
GERMANS, LOVE GERMANY. And because we love
Germany, we demand the protection of its national spirit
and we battle against its destroyers.

Source: From Louis L. Snyder, The Welmar Republic. Reprinted by
permission of D. Van Nostrand Co. {New York, 1966), pp. 201-203.
Copyright © 1966 by Litton Educational Publishing, Inc.
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WHY ARE WE SOCIALISTS!?

We are SOCIALISTS because we see in SOCIALISM
the only possibility for maintaining our racial existence
and through it the reconquest of our political freedom
and the rebirth of the German state. SOCIALISM has its
peculiar form firse of all through its comradeship in arms
with the forward-driving energy of a newly awakened na-
tionalism. Without nationalism it is nothing, a phantom,
a theory, a vision of air, a book. With it, it is everything,
THE FUTURE, FREEDOM, FATHERLAND!

Tt was a sin of the liberal bourgeoisie to overlook THE
STATE-BUILDING POWER OF SOCIALISM. It was
the sin of MARXISM to degrade SOCIALISM to a
system of MONEY AND STOMACH.

SOCIALISM IS POSSIBLE ONLY IN A STATE
WHICH IS FREE INSIDE AND QUTSIDE.

DOWN WITH POLITICAL BOURGEOIS SENTI-
MENT: FOR REAL NATIONALISM!

DOWN WITH MARXISM: FOR TRUE SOCIAL-
ISM!

UP WITH THE STAMP OF THE FIRST GERMAN
NATIONAL SOCIALIST STATE!

AT THE FRONT THE NATIONAL SOCIALIST
GERMAN WORKERS PARTY!

WHY DO WE OPPOSE THE JEWS?

We are ENEMIES OF THE JEWS, because we arc
fighters for the freedom of the German people. THE JEW
IS THE CAUSE AND THE BENEFICIARY OF OUR
MISERY. He has used the social difficulties of the broad
masses of our people to deepen the unholy split between
Right and Left among our people. He has made two
halves of Germany. He is the real cause for our loss of the
Great War.

The Jew has no interest in the solution of Germany’s
fateful problems. He CANNOT have any. FOR HE
LIVES ON THE FACT THAT THERE HAS BEEN NO
SOLUTION. ¥f we would make the German people a
unified community and give them freedom before the
world, then the Jew can have no place among us. He has
the best trumps in his hands when a people lives in inner
and outer slavery. THE JEW IS RESPONSIBLE FOR
OUR MISERY AND HE LIVES ONIT.

That is the reason why we, AS NATIONALISTS and
AS SOCIALISTS, oppose the Jew. HE HAS COR-
RUPTED OUR RACE, FOULED OUR MORALS,
UNDERMINED OUR CUSTOMS, AND BROKEN
OUR POWER.

THE JEW IS THE PLASTIC DEMON OF THE
DECLINE OF MANKIND.

WE ARE ENEMIES OF THE JEWS BECAUSE WE
BELONG TO THE GERMAN PEOPLE. THE JEW IS
OUR GREATEST MISFORTUNE.

It is not true that we eat a Jew every morning at
breakfast.

®
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It is true, however, that he SLOWLY BUT SURELY
ROBS US OF EVERYTHING WE OWN,

THAT WILL STOR AS SURELY AS WE ARE
GERMANS. ’

The German Woman and
National Socialism [Nazism]
Guida Diehl

From the beginning, the Naxi party stood against any
expansion of women’s political or economic roles. Indeed, the
Nazi policy was to keep women in their own separate sphere
as mothers and wives and remove them from jobs and
politics—the man’s sphere. Nevertheless, many women sup-
ported the Nazi party and joined Nazi women’s organizations.
The following selection is from a book published in 1933 by
Guida Diehl, a leader of pyo-Nazi women's organizations.

CONSIDER: The ways this might appeal to German
women; how this fits with other ideals of Nazism.

This tumultuous age with all its diffculties and
challenges must create a new type of woman capable of
partaking in the achievements of the Third Reich and of
tulfilling the womanly task that awaits her.

Let us not forget that this new woman holds her honor
bigh above all else. A man’s honor rests on fulfilling the
tasks of public life entrusted to him. He safeguards his
honor by doing his work honorably and with firmness of
character and pride. A woman’s honor rests on the
province specifically entrusted to her, for which she is
responsible, the province where new life is to grow: love,
marriage, family, motherhood. A woman who does not ac-
cept this responsibility, who misuses this province for
mere enjoyment, who will not let herself be proudly
wooed before she surtenders—which is nature’s way—
who does not in marriage provide a new generation with
the basis of a family—such a woman desecrates her honor,
For we live in a time when womanly worth and dignity,
womanly honor and pride, are of the utmost importance
for the future of the nation, for the next generation.
Therefore, the proud safeguarding of her honor must be
an essential characteristic of this new type of woman. The
German man wants to look up again to the German maid,
the German woman, He wants to admire in her this dig-
nity, this pride, this safeguarding of her honor and her
heroic fighting spirit along with her native, cheerful sim-
plicity. He wants to know again that German women and

Sounck: Guida Diehl, The German Woman and National Socialism
{Eisenach, 1933), pp. 111-113, in Fleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout,

eds., European Women: A Documentary History, 17891945 (New York:
Schocken Books, 1980), pp. 108-109. —

German fidelity go hand in hand, and that it is worthwhile
to live and die for such German womanhood.

The Theory and Practice of Hell:
The Nazi Elite

Eugene Kogon

The SS was Hitler's special corps, serving as his bodyguard
and elite police force. Members of the SS usually became
extremely dedicated to the ideas and practices of Nazism and
carried out its precepts with extraordinary ruthlessness. The
following is a statement from an SS officer recorded in a 1937
interview conducted by Eugene Kogon, less than one year
before Kogon was arvested and taken to the concentration
camp at Buchenwald. The officer was being trained as one of
the elite of the Nazi state. Here he veveals his assumptions as
a committed follower of Hitler and Nagsm.

CONSIDER: The role this officer assimes the SS will play in
the Nazi state and the ways this vole was particularly appro-
briate to a fascist system; how this document helps account for
the appeal of the SS to those deciding to join it; how the ideas
revealed here might serve as psychological justification for
some of the atvocities committed by the SS.

“What we trainers of the younger generation of Fiihrers
aspire to is 2 modern governmental structure on the
model of the ancient Greek city states. It s to these aris-
tocratically run democracies with their broad economic
basis of serfdom that we owe the great cultural achicve-
ments of antiquity. From five to ten percent of the people,
their finest flower, shall rule; the rest must work and obey.
In this way alone can we attain that peak performance we
must demand of ourselves and of the German people.

“The new Fihrer class is selected by the SS—in a
positive sense by means of the National Political Educa-
tion Institutes (Napola) as a preparatory stage, of the
Ordensburgen as the academies proper of the coming
Nazi aristocracy, and of a subsequent active internship
in public affairs; in a negative sense by the extermination
of all racially and biologically inferior elements and by
the radical removal of all incorrigible political opposition
that refuses on principle to acknowledge the philosophi-
cal basis of the Nazi State and its essential institutions.

“Within ten years at the latest it will be possible for us
in this way to dictate the law of Adolf Hitler to Europe,
put a halt to the otherwise inevitable decay of the conti-
nent, and build up a true community of nations, with
Germany as the leading power keeping order.”

Sourck: Excerpt from The Theory and Practice of Hell by Eugene
Kogon. Copyright © 1950 by Farrar, Straus & Girous, Inc. Reprinted by
permission of Farrar, Straus & Giroux, Inc.
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few survived, but some who did managed to tell the story, One
of these was Fred Bavon, an Austrian Jew who was sent to the
death camp at Auschwitz in occupied Poland. Heve he tells of
his deportation and experiences at the camp. -

CONSIDER: The methods used by Nuws to gain obedience
and effect extermination; the nature of life for those in the camps.

Deportation: 1 was marched with the local Jewish
population—men, women, and children—ecight or ten
hours, to a small railroad station. Nobody told us where
we were going, We were forced into raitroad cars, 100 to
120 in one car, like sardines, without food, without water,
without any sanitary facility. The cars were sealed and we
stood there for maybe half a day before even moving,
Finally, began the slow trip to nowhere.

There were children in our car, and old peaple. People
got sick, died, and some went insane. [t was an absolute,
indescribable hell. I really don’t know how many days
and nights we were in that living hell on wheels.

When we finally stopped, they tore open the railroad
cars and we were blinded by light, because our eyes were just
not used to light any more. We saw funny-looking charac-
ters wearing striped pajama-like uniforms with matching
caps, with great big sticks in their hands. They were scream-
ing and yelling in all languages to jump out of the cars.

I didn't know where I was. All around us were bar-
racks and barbed wire and machine gun towers, and in
the distance I saw what looked like a huge factory with
black smoke coming out of chimneys. I noticed a peculiar
smell in the air and also a fine dust, subduing the light.
The sunshine was not bright but there were birds singing.
It was a beautiful day.

We were marched through a meadow filled with yel-
low flowers and one of the fellows next to me just turned
and watked straight into the meadow. The guards cried
out to him to stop, but he didn’t hear or he didn’t want
to. He just kept slowly marching into the meadow, and
then they opened up with machine guns and the man fell
down dead. And that was my reception to Auschwitz,

Auschwitz: We were separated, men and women, and
formed rows of fives. I found myself in front of a very
elegantly dressed German officer. He was wearing boots
and white gloves and he carried a riding whip, and with
the whip he was pointing left or right, left or right.
Whichever direction he pointed, guards pushed the per-
son in front of him either left or right. I was twenty-one
years old and in pretty good shape, but older people were
sent to the other side and marched away.

We had to undress and throw away all belongings
except our shoes. We were chased through a cold shower,
and we stood shivering in the night air until we were told
to march to a barracks. We were handed prisoner
uniforms—a jacket, pants, and a sort of beanie—and a

metal dish. We didn’t really know what happened yet. We
were absolutely numb.

A non-Jewish kapo, an Austrian with a hard, weather-
beaten face, told us, “You have atrived at hell on earth.”
He had been in prison since 1938, and he gave us basic
concepts on how to stay alive.

“Don’t trust anybody,” he said, “don’t trust your best
friend. Look out for yourself. Be selfish to the point of
obscenity. Try and stay alive from one minute to the
other one. Don’t let down for one second. Always try and
find out where the nearest guards are and what they are
doing. Don’t volunteer for anything, And don’t get sick,
or you will be a goner in no time.”

Auschwitz was gigantic—row and rows of barracks as
far as the eye could see, subdivided by double strings of
electric barbed wire. There were Hungarians and Polish
Jews and a great number of Greeks, many Dutch Jews,
some French, Germans.

Food was our main interest in life. In the morning
we received what they called coffee—Dblack water. We
worked until noon, then we got a bow! of soup. In the
evening we received another bowl of either vegetable or
soup, a little piece of bread, and sometimes a tiny little
piece of margarine or sugar or some kind of sausage. And
that was the food for the day. '

Suicides happened all the time, usually by hanging, at
night. One fellow threw himself in front of a truck. It just
broke his arm, but the S.S. guards beat him to a pulp, and
in the morning he was dead.

A tremendous number of transports were coming in.
The gas chambers could not keep up, so they were burn-
ing people in huge pits. Some of the smaller children
were thrown in alive. We could hear the screams day and
night, but sometimes the human mind can take just so
much and then it just closes up and refuses to accept
what is happening just 100, 200 feet away. ‘

Problems of Agrarian Policy in the
U.S.S.R.: Soviet Collectivization

Joseph Stalin

Joseph Stalin (1879-1953) vose from his working-class ovigins
to become a leading member of the Bolsheviks before the 1917
revolution, the geneval secretary of the Russian Communist
party in 1922, and the unchallenged dictator of the U.S.S.R.
by 1929. In 1927 Stalin and the leadership of the Russian
Communist party decided on a policy for the planned industri-
alization of the US.S.R.—the First Five-Year Plan. At the
sctme time they decided on a policy favoring the collectivization

Sounce: J. V. Stalin, "Problems of Agrarian Policy in the US.S.R.," in
Problems of Leninism, ed. J. V. Stalin (Mascow: Foreign Languages,
1940}, pp. 203-305, 318-321. Reprinted by permission of the

Copyright Agency of the US.S.R.




of agriculture. By 1929 Stalin made that policy move dyastic,
using massive coercion against the kudaks (velatively rich inde-
pendent peasants). Kulaks vesisted this enforced collectiviza-
tion and widespread death and destruction resulted. Neverthe-
less, by 1932 much of Russian agriculture was collectivized.
The following is an excerpt from a 1929 speech deliveved by
Stalin at the Confevence of Marxist Students of the Agrarian
Question. In it he explains and justifies the policy of collec-
tivization and the need to eliminate the kulaks as a class.

ConNsIDER: The velations of this policy toward the kulaks to
the policy for the planned industrialization of the US.S.R,;
how Stalin justifies this policy as "socialist” as opposed to
“capitalist”; the differences between Stalin’s atitudes and
ideas toward the kulaks and Hitler’s toward the Jews.

Can we advance our socialized industry at an accelerated
rate while having to rely on an agricultural base, such as is
provided by small peasant farming, which is incapable of
expanded reproduction, and which, in addition, is the pre-
dominant force in our national economy? No, we cannot.
Can the Soviet government and the work of Socialist con-
struction be, for any length of time, based on two different
foundations; on the foundation of the most large-scale and
concentrated Socialist industry and on the foundation of
the most scattered and backward, small-commodity peas-
ant farming? No, they cannot. Sooner or later this would
be bound to end in the complete collapse of the whole na-
tional economy. What, then, is the solution? The solution
lies in enlarging the agricultural units, in making agricul-
ture capable of accumulation, of expanded reproduction,
and in thus changing the agricultural base of our na-
tional economy. But how are the agricultural units to be
enlarged? There are two ways of doing this. There is the
capitalist way, which is to enlarge the agricultural units by
introducing capitalism in agriculture-—a way which leads
to the impoverishment of the peasantry and to the devel-
opment of capitalist enterprises in agriculture. We reject
this way as incompatible with the Soviet economic system.
There is a second way: the Socialist way, which is to set up
collective farms and state farms, the way which leads to
the amalgamation of the small peasant farms into large col-
Jective fanms, technically and scientifically equipped, and
to the squeezing out of the capitalist elements from agri-
culture. We are in favour of this second way.

And so, the question stands as follows: either one way
or the other, either back—to capitalism or forward—to
Socialism. There is no thitd way, nor can there be. The
“equilibrium” theory makes an attempt to indicate a
third way. And precisely because it is based on a third
(non-existent) way, it is Utopian and anti-Marxian. . . .

Now, as you see, we have the material base which
enables us to substitute for kulak output the output of the
collective farms and state farms. That is why our offen-
sive against the kulaks is now meeting with undeniable_
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success, That is how the offensive against the kulaks
must be carried on, if we mean a real offensive and not
futile declamations against the kulaks.

That is why we have recently passed from the policy of
vestricting the exploiting proclivities of the kulaks to the
policy of eliminating the kulaks as a class.

Well, what about the policy of expropriating the
kulaks? Can we permit the expropriation of kulaks in the
regions of solid collectivization? This question is asked in
various quarters. A ridiculous question! We could not
permit the expropriation of the kulaks as long as we were
pursuing the policy of restricting the exploiting proclivi-
ties of the kulaks, as long as we were unable to launch a
determined offensive against the kulaks, as long as we
were unable to substitute for kulak output the output of
the collective farms and state farms. At that time the
policy of not permitting the expropriation of the kulaks
was necessary and correct. But now? Now the situation is
different. Now we are able to carry on a determined of-
fensive against the kulaks, to break their resistance, to
eliminate them as a class and substitute for their output
the output of the collective farms and state farms. Now,
the kulaks are being expropriated by the masses of poor
and middle peasants themselves, by the masses who are
putting solid collectivization into practice. Now, the
expropriation of the kulaks in the regions of solid collec-
tivization is no longer just an administrative measure.
Now, the expropriation of the kulaks is an integral part of
the formation and development of the collective farms.
That is why it is ridiculous and fatuous to expatiate today
on the expropriation of the kulaks. You do not lament the
loss of the hair of one who has been beheaded.

There is another question which seems no less ridicu-
lous: whether the kulak should be permitted to join the
collective farms. Of course not, for he is a sworn enemy of
the collective-farm movement. Clear, one would think.

Report to the Congress of Soviets,
1936: Soviet Democracy

Joseph Stalin

In 1936 a new constitution for the U.S.S.R. was established.
Although in form it was democratic and apparently rather
liberal, in fact it did nothing to challenge Stalin’s power or the
Communist party as the only legitimate political organiza-
tion. Part of the problem has to do with differing conceptions
of the word "democracy.” In the following selection from his
veport to the Extraordinary Eighth Congress of Soviets of the
U.S.S.R. in 1936, Stalin defends the constitution, comparing
the meanings of “democracy” and “political freedom” in the
U.S.S.R. with their significance in other societies.

Source: James H. Meisel and Edward S. Kozera, eds., Mate}ials for the
Study of the Soviet System {Ann Arbor, Mi: The George Wahr Publishing
C0., 1950), pp. 236-237. Reprinted by permission of the publisher.
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CONSIDER: The concerns revealed by this document; why
Stalin goes to such pains to justify the new constitution; the

legitimacy of the distinction made between democracy in cap-

italist countries and democracy in the U.S.S.R.

I must admit that the dralt of the new Constitution does
preserve the regime of the dictatorship of the working
class, just as it also preserves unchanged the present lead-
ing position of the Communist Party of the US.S.R.
[Loud applause.] If the esteemed critics regard this as a
flaw in the Draft Constitution, that is only to be regret-
ted. We Bolsheviks regard it as a merit of the Draft
Constitution. [Loud applause.]

As to freedom for various political parties, we adhere to
somewhat different views. A party is a part of a class, its
most advanced part. Several parties, and, consequently,
freedom for parties, can exist only in a society in which
there are antagonistic classes whose interests are mutually
hostile and irreconcilable—in which thete are, say, capi-
talists and workers, landlords and peasants, kulaks and
poor peasants, etc. But in the U.S.S.R. there are no longer

SP

Nazi Mythology

Richard Spity

The following (figure 17.1} is an example of Nazi propa-
ganda art, with its characteristic blend of vealistic style and
romantic vision. It shows Naxi soldievs and civilian folk
marching in brotherly comradeship toward Valhdlla, the fi-
nal vesting place of Arvyan hevoes. Above them, Naz flags
and wounded soldiers are being lifted together toward the
same heavens. Steveotypes, rather than distinct individuals,
are shown: The soldiers all look almost the same, and on the
right there are representatives of civilian youth, middle-aged
and elderly people, faymers, and workers. Those being glovi-
fied are all males and almost all soldiers. Viewers of this pic-
ture ave supposed to feel proud, to feel that sacrifices for the
state will be vewarded and that the greatest glory comes from
military service. In subject and style, this picture represents
a vejection of the major twentieth-century avtistic trends.

CONSIDER: How this picture fits the image and ideals of
Nazism as veflected in the docinments by Hitler and Goebbels
and the statements of the SS officer

Socialist Realism
K. L. Finogenov
The following example of socialist vealism {figure 17.2} has

great similavities to Nagi art: its realistic style, its romamiw

(s

such classes as the capitalists, the landlords, the kulaks,
etc. In the US.S.R. there are only two classes, workers
and peasants, whose interests—far from being mutually
hostile—are, on the contrary, friendly. Hence there is no
ground in the US.S.R. for the existence of several parties,
and, consequently, for freedom for these parties. In the
US.S.R. there is ground only for one party, the Commu-
nist Party. In the US.S.R. only one party can exist, the
Communist Party, which courageously defends the inter-
ests of the workers and peasants to the very end. . . .
They talk of democracy. But what is democracy?
Democracy in capitalist countries, where there are
antagonistic classes, is, in the last analysis, democracy
for the strong, democracy for the propertied minority. In
the U.S.S.R., on the contrary, democracy is democracy
for the working people, i.e., democracy for all. But from
this it follows that the principles of democratism are vio-
lated, not by the draft of the new Constitution of the
U.S.S.R,, but by the bourgeois constitutions, That is why
I think that the Constitution of the U.S.S.R. is the only
thoroughly democratic Constitution in the world,

vision, its propagandistic purpose. In this case, however, the
emphasis on economic themes is greater than that on mili-
tary themes. Painted in 1935 by K. 1. Finogenov, it shows
Communist party ard government leaders, led by Stalin, on
a modern Soviet farm. On the right an expert checks the
soil, In the background a new tractor is displayed. All the
figuves ave velatively well dressed; no one looks like a
peasant farmer.

CONSIDER: How this picture velates to the role of the
government in the Soviet Union and to Stalin’s place in it;
what insight into the agricultuval policy during the 1930s
the picture is supposed to convey; how the image presented
heve fits with Stalin’s explanation of collectivization; how
this picture compares with that of Joseph II in Chapter 8
{figure 8.3).

Authoritarianism and
Totalitarianism,
1919-1937

The following wnap (map 17.1) shows the spread of author-
itarian and totalitavian governments in Ewrope between
1919 and 1937. Although no firm vules apply here, those
countries retaining parliamentary democratic forms of gov-
ernment generally had a longer tradition of demacratic insti-
tutions, were more satisfied wimers in World War 1,

3
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and were located in more advanced industrialized aveas in commonalities of two or move countyies that became dictator-
northwestern Europe, ships or changed to right-wing authoritarian vegimes.

CONSIDER: Taking account of the relevant geography,
historical background, and experience of World War 1, the

right of the political spectrim, communism on the extreme left.
H. R. Kedward Indeed, the two usually consider each other archenemies. In the

edwa following selection H, R. Kedward, a British historian at the
Both fascism and communisin, ds they were practiced during the University of Sussex, takes account of these facts in develop-

first half of the twentieth century, are traditionally categorized as ing and diagraming a working political definition of fuscism.
totalitavian systems. Yet fascism is typically placed on the extreme

Fascism in Western Europe

CONSIDER: Why the extreme left should be placed next to

Source: H. R. Kedward, Fascism in Western Europe: 1900~1945. the extieme right on the political spectrum, cven though they
Reproduced by ind permission of Blackle and Son Ltd (B:shopbnggs, consider each other enemies; the historical developments that
Glasgow, 1971), pp. 240-241. : justify using the second diagram for the twentieth century and
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the first for the nineteenth century; the chavacteristics of fas-
cism according to Kedward.

It could be argued that the best way to define fascism is
not in a positive but in a negative way, by references to its
opposites, but this too presents difficulties. At one time
its opposite was naturally assumed to be communism,
since fascism was said to be on the extreme Right of pol-
itics and communism on the extreme Left. This appeared
self-evident when the traditional semicircle of political
parties was drawn, i.e.:

EXTREME LEFT

> EXTREME RIGHT
~

CENTRE

Such a diagram served the political scene of the 19th

century when socialism was on the extreme Left and auto-

cratic conservatism on the extreme Right, but in the 20th
century a new diagram is needed in the form of a circle, i.e.:

™
EXTREME RIGHT ™

CENTRE

EXTREME LEFT

This circular image does greater justice to the reali-
ties of 20th-century politics by recognizing that extreme
Left and extreme Right, communism and fascism, con-
verge at many points and are in some cases indistin-
guishable. Doriot, for example, moved with ease from
Frénch communism to his Fascist RRE without chang-
ing his attitudes or methods, and most of the conclu-
sions on Nazi culture . . , could be applied to Stalinism.
The circle, however, does not minimize the differences
which kept the two systems apart. Travelling the longest
route round the circle, it is a very long way indeed from
extreme Left to extreme Right. Thus communism and
fascism are as distinct in some respects as they are simi-

lar in others.
@ @
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This was most clearly appatent in the Spanish Civil
Wat. If one locked at methods, the Communists were as
violent, as authoritarian and as tightly organized as the
Fascists; they were both supported by dictators, Stalin on
the one hand and Hitler and Mussolini on the other, and
they were both as intolerant of any deviation from the
party line. They were next to each other on the circle,
But if one locked at this history and their ideology the
two had little in common: the Communists stood in the
Marxist tradition and aimed at proletarian revolution,
while the Fascists had their national values and a vision
of an organic society. They were quite distinct.

Fascism therefore will only be partly defined by its
opposition to communism. It is perhaps mote profitable
to look for its political opposites across the citcle in the
centre, where one finds progressive conservatism, liberal-
ism and radical individualism. It is at least historically
true that in the countries where these political attitudes
were most entrenched—Britain, France and Belgium—
neither fascism nor communism came to power.

The Rise of Fascism
E L. Carsten

Historians have employed a variety of perspectives in an ef-
fort to understand the rise of fascism during the two decades
following World War 1. Focusing on the appeal of fascism,
several historians have analyred what social classes and
groups of people supported fascist movements. In the follow-
ing selection E L. Carsten avgues that while fascism appealed
to all sacial groups, certain groups responded move strongly to
it than others,

ConsIpDER: Why fascism might have been particularly ap-
pealing to the lower middle classes; what other growps it
appealed to and why. -

Unlike many middle-class or working-class parties, the
Fascists appealed to all social groups, from the top to
the bottom of the social scale. Excluded were only those
who were their favourite objects of attack: the profi-
teers, the parasites, the financial gangsters, the ruling
cliques, the rapacious capitalists, the reactionary
landowners. But even there exceptions were made if it
suited the Leader’s book. There is no doubt, however,
that certain social groups responded much more
strongly to the Fascist appeal than others. This is pat-
ticularly true of those who were uprooted and threat-
ened by social and economic change, whose position in
society was being undermined, who had lost their

Sounce: From F. L. Carsten, The Rise of Fascism, pp. 232-234.
Copyright 1980. Reprinted by permission of the Regents of the
University of Californta Press and the University of California.
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traditional place, and were frightened of the future.
These were, above all, the lower middle classes—or
rather certain groups within them: the artisans and
independent tradesmen, the small farmers, the lower
grade government employees and white-collar workers.
Perhaps even more important in the carly stages were
the former officers and non-commissioned officers of
the first world war for whom no jobs were waiting, who
had got accustomed to the use of violence, and felt
themselves deprived of their “legitimate” rewards. In
Italy, in Germany, and elsewhere the “front” generation
played a lcading part in the rise of Fascism. For its mem-
bers fighting was a way of life which they transferred to
the domestic scene. They loved battles for their own
sake. It is no accident that the most important Fascist
movements had their origin in the year 1919, the year of
the Hungarian and Munich Soviet republics, of civil
war which aroused fear and hatred in many hearts.
Those who had been badly frightened did not easily
forget. The occupation of the factories in northern Italy
in the following year had the same effect. . . .

Apart from the groups already mentioned, there
were the youngsters at school and university who be-
came ardent believers in Fascism at an early stage. They
were fed up with the existing society, bored with their
daily duties, and strongly attracted by a movement
which promised a radical change, which they could in-
vest with a romantic halo. These youths came from
middle-class or lower middle-class families. They could
not easily find the way into the Cominunist camp. But
they found the weak and changing governments of
the post-war period utterly unattractive. In the Weimar
Republic, in the post-war Italian kingdom, in the
cortupt governments of Rumania, in the powerless gov-
ernments of Spain, there was nothing to fire the
enthusiasm of youth: they were dreary and pedestrian,
the offices filled with mediocrities and time-servers. It
was this, rather than any economic threat, that led so
many idealist students into the Fascist camp. Similarly,
many young officers and soldiers of the post-war gener-
ation were attracted by visions of national greatness and
the promise of a revision of the peace treaties. A perusal
of the autobiographical notes compiled by men who
joined the National Socialist Party in its early years
shows that pride of place belongs to a strong national-
ism, the desire to see Germany strong and united again,
freed from the “chains of Versailles”, and also from the
faction fights and the ‘horse-trading’ of the political
parties. This often went togerher with hatred of the
Communists and Socialists, and with anti-Semitism.
Those who joined the Party were usually very young;
they loved the frequent fights and bactles in which they
got involved together with their comrades, as well as
the uniforms and the propaganda marches.

Hitler and Nazism

Klaus P. Fischer

It is difficult to analyze Nazism without focusing on its leader,
Adolf Hitler. The close connection between Nayism and
Hitler raises two questions of pasticular importance for histo-
rians. First, what was the vole of the individual in shaping
history—here, of Hitler in shaping German Nazism? Second,
to what extent were Hitler and Nazism uniquely German de-
velopments velated to particular chavacteristics of Germany's
past? Klaus Fischer, a German historian and author of the
widely respected Nazi Germany: A New History, addresses
these issues. In this excerpt, he focuses in particular on who

supported Hitler.

CoNsIDER: Whether Hitler and Nazism should be
considered as uniquely German or as an extreme of a broader
historical trend affecting the West as a whole during the 1920s
and 1930s; who made up the "hard core” of his followers; the
role played by Hider in creating the appeal of Nagism.

With the appointment of Adolf Hitler as chancellor,
Germany would be plunged into an abyss, a dark age of
unprecedented evil. Although Hitler’s much-heralded
Thousand-Year Reich would last for only twelve years,
the world has never witnessed the perpetration of so
much evil in such a short period. The historiographic
effect has been to produce a series of optical illusions in
the eyes of many historians who have described the rise
and fall of the Third Reich. The evil that Hitler
unleashed had the effect of magnifying the Twelve-Year
Reich within the stream of history, prompting many his-
torians to postulate fallacious or misleading theories of
political causation and psychological motivation. Since
the amount of destruction the Nazis unleashed on the
world was so great, historians have assumed that such
evil must be rooted deeply in German history and in the
German character, an assumption that, ironically,
inspired some slanderous explanations of the sort that
Nazi racialists had developed as their own stock-in-
trade during the Third Reich. For some Germanophobic
historians the Nazi experience still serves as the pivot
around which explanations about German history as a
whole are formulated. At its most extreme, this has
resulted in the practice of twisting many personalities or
events in German history into a prefiguration of Adolf
Hitler and Auschwitz. And what has been perpetrated
on the past has also been extended into the future, for
Hitler's shadow is still stretching beyond the present
into the future.

Source: Klaus P: Fischer, Nazi Germany: A New History (New York: The
Continuum Publishing Co., 1995), pp. 259-262.
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Joseph Stalin on the First Five Year Plan, 1933

Rejecting the compromise with capitalism embodied by the New Economic Pblicy (NEP}, Joseph
Stalin launched the first Five Year Plan in 1929. Stalin’s goal was the rapid industrialization of the
Soviet Union, something he thought necessary for the survival of the Soviet Union and international
communism. In the excerpt from Stalin’s speech to the Central Communist Party as the first Five
Year Plan neared its end, Stalin described the goals and achievements of his economic policy.

What was the fundamental task of the five-year plan?

The fundamental task of the five-year plan was to transfer our country, with its back-
ward, and in part medieval, technology, on to the lines of new, modern technology.

The fundamental task of the five-year plan was to convert the USSR, from an
agrarian and weak country, dependent upon the caprices of the capitalist countries, into
an industrial and powerful country, fully self-reliant and independent of the caprices
of world capitalism. The fundamental task of the five-year plan was, in converting the
U.S.S.R. into an industrial country, to completely oust the capitalist elements, to widen
the front of socialist forms of economy, and to create the economic basis for the aboli-

tion of classes in the U.S.S.R., for the building of a socialist society. . . .

The fundamental task of the five-year plan was to transfer small and scattered agricul-
ture on to the lines of large-scale collective farming, so as to ensure the economic basis
of socialism in the countryside and thus to eliminate the possibility of the restoration of

capitalism in the US.S.R.

Finally, the task of the five-year plan was to create all the necessary technical and
economic prerequisites for increasing to the utmost the defense capacity of the country,
enabling it to organize determined resistance to any attempt at military intervention from

abroad, to any attempt at military attack from abroad. . . .

The main link in the five-year plan was heavy industry, with machine building

as its core. For only heavy industry is capable of reconstructing both industry as a
whole, transport and agriculture, and of putting them on their feet. It was necessary
to begin the fulfillment of the five-year plan with heavy industry. Consequently, the
__restoration of heavy Lndyﬁﬁ:'y had to be made the basis of the fulfillment of the five-

year plan. . ..
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But the restoration and development of heavy industry, particularly in such a back-
ward and poor country as ours was at the beginning of the five-year plan period, is
an .extremely difficult task; for, as is well known, heavy industry calls for enormous
financial expenditure and the existence of a certain minimum of experienced technical
forces. ... Did the Party know this, and did it take this into account! Yes, it did. Not
only did the Party know this, but it announced it for all to hear. The Party knew how
heavy industry had been built in Britain, Germany, and America. it knew that in those
countries heavy industry had been built either with the aid of big loans, plundering
other countries, or by both methods simultaneously. The Party knew that those paths
were closed to our country. What, then, did it count on? It counted on our country's
own resources. It counted -on the fact that, with a Soviet government at the -helm,
and the land, industry, transport. the banks and trade nationalized, we could pursue
a regime of the strictest economy in order to accumulate sufficient resources for the
restoration and development of heavy industry. The Party declared frankly chat this
would call for serious sacrifices, and that it was our duty openly and consciously to
malke these sacrifices if we wanted to achieve our goal. . . . '

» What are the results of the five-yéar plan in four years in the sphere of industry?

We did not have an iron and steel industry, the basis for the industrialization of the

CAOUDU;Y:“ - - . . - . [

Now we have one.

We did not have a tractor industry. Now we have one.

We did not have an aucomobi!eﬂin-dustry. Now we have one.

We did not have a machine-cc;oi inaustry. Now we haye one.

We did not have a big and modern chemical industry. Now we haQe one.

We did not have a real and b'ig'industry for the production of modern agricultural
machinery. Now we have one. We did not have an aircraft industry. Now we have
one. In output of electrical power we were last on the list. Now we rank among the
first. [n output of oil products and coal we were last on the list. Now we ranl among
the first. ... . Finally, as a resultof all_this the Soviet Union has been converted from.. . _ .
a weak country. unprepared for defense, into a country mighty in defense, a country
prepared for every contingency, a country capable of producing on a mass scale all
modern means of defense and of equipping its army with them in the event of an attack
from abroad. . ..

Questions

[. Why did Stalin believe chac rapid industrialization was essential?

2. What did the Five Year Plan achieve?

What reference, if any, did Sealin make to the human cost of the economic
wransformation of the Soviet Union! What was thar raer?




