








1



2



3



4



5



6



7



8



9



10



Volksgemeinschaft is blood community.
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Blood is our people's only wealth
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First:

Remember that you owe the conditions of your 

existence to your ancestors!
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Property dies, 
clans die,
You yourself die like them; 
one thing I know,
that lives forever:
the glory of the dead.

A son is better 
whether born even 
late
after the house owner's entrance: 
not a memorial stone stands
on the road edge,
if a Gesippe does not set it.
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Second:
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Our people are looking for the child again!

The purpose of marriage is the child!

31



32



to the ancestor-responsible child.
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Breeding is applied knowledge of heredity.
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Tacitus (20):

Caesar (Gallic War, Book VI):
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Where there is a will, there is a way!

c
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First of all, I would like to express my pleasure that it is granted to me to present before 
you, gentlemen, the aim and path of the National Socialist agricultural policy. From the 
interest shown in the measures taken by the national government in the field of agricultural 
policy, it is evident that these questions of agricultural policy are today not only questions of 
agricultural policy, but that they are regarded as general economic questions, and that 
accordingly interest is shown not so much in agricultural policy as such, but rather in the 
effects of this agricultural policy on economic life as a whole. I therefore take the liberty of 
explaining today not only the nature of German agricultural policy, but in particular its effects 
on the German economy and, beyond that, on the economy of Europe as a whole.

First of all, I would like to anticipate an often-heard objection that you can still hear very 
often in German economic circles. The objection is that the difficult situation in which the 
German economy finds itself, like the economy of all countries, is directly and indirectly 
related to the measures we have taken in the field of agricultural policy. The mistake is made 
in not considering the following: Of all economic processes outside agriculture, it can be said 
that the methods of dealing with these economic problems were not much different in 
Germany before January 30, 1933, than they were after January 30, 1933. What has changed 
since then in these areas is, in many cases, the economic ethics, but less so the actual 
economic methods. In the field of agricultural policy, things are completely different. Here 
one can say that January 30, 1933, was an unprecedented turning point. Whereas before that, 
since 1918, nothing, absolutely nothing, had been done for the protection of German 
agriculture, after January 30, 1933, such absolute protection of German agriculture and the 
German peasantry set in that it aroused the interest of all those peoples who, for their part, 
were somehow facing agricultural difficulties. From this fact we can now draw the very 
simple conclusion and the realization that the economic hardships of our present day are 
somehow to be traced back in their root to events that lie before the day Adolf Hitler came to 
power. For since the economy of the German people and also the world economy as a whole 
was already sick before that day, it is impossible for the German government to be involved in 
any way in the fact of this sickness and these agrarian measures. This realization is so 
important because it allows from the very beginning to keep one's thinking and one's 
judgment free for the fact that somehow earlier concepts of a contradiction of agricultural 
protection and management of interstate economic relations had anything to do with the 
problem of today's economic method.

Therefore, I may begin my considerations with a reference to the overall situation of the 
world economy, in order to come from here with it to the special area of German agricultural 
policy, in particular, in order to show with it that this German agricultural policy is suitable to 
promote a healthy relationship of the peoples among themselves, but not to oppose this 
development. There are an infinite number of theories about the cause of the world economic 
crisis
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and about the cause of agricultural hardship. And if one looks over all these theories, then one 
would like to despair in the hope that some clear realization would be able to help us out of 
this chaos. In fact, however, things are basically infinitely simple, and it depends only on 
keeping cause and effect exactly apart, in order to recognize the source of the disease. But if I 
know the source of the disease, I will also be able to overcome the disease as such.

It is claimed that today's world economic crisis is a direct effect of the World War. I 
maintain that this is not true, but that the root of the world economic crisis goes back to the 
time before the world war. The world war has only promoted the disease condition, after the 
world war in world economic fever fight this disease to appear.

In order to explain the cause of the world economic crisis pictorially, allow me to show an 
example from history. Three hundred years ago, it was still common practice in all European 
countries for princes who wanted to wage war to use officers who were financially strong 
enough to train a troop on their own account and then go to war with this troop. In other 
words, at that time they had mercenary leaders working on their own account. Since these in 
turn made their troops available only to those who paid them accordingly, the form of warfare 
at that time was built on the private initiative of such well-funded officers, who thus set up an 
economic enterprise. It must be noted, however, that ethical or national points of view were 
not decisive, but the troop leaders and the warfare were a purely economic activity of those 
who could afford these things. There is no doubt that this free play of forces in the field of 
private initiative in warfare has produced exceptionally great soldiers. I think I can say that all 
the countries of Europe can, more or less, point with pride to one or another great soldier. 
There is no doubt, then, that this system offered the capable an extraordinary opportunity to 
develop his abilities freely and unhampered by governmental or other restraints. On the 
whole, however, for the people as such, the situation was such that these conditions, while 
benefiting the individual, turned the whole into chaos. The period of private economic 
initiatives of great agrarian mercenary leaders is characterized, on the one hand, by the 
appearance of important generals, but, on the other hand, is characterized in Germany by the 
ruins and debris of the Thirty Years' War.

So it was natural to me that the only thing that was done was to bring the interest of the 
general welfare into harmony with these previous methods of warfare. From this arose a 
phenomenon which has occurred uniformly throughout Europe, namely that war and the 
conduct of war became the business of the people, and in this respect the officer, the 
commander of the troops, conducted the war as the servant of his people or his prince. So, out 
of the necessity of the fact, one came to the conclusion to curtail the economic freedom of the 
private initiative of the individual mercenary leader, in order to raise thereby the welfare of 
the whole. So what became a restriction of the freedom of the individual was transformed into 
the freedom of the whole, to which the individual had hitherto belonged.

This reference to the development of the mercenary leader of 300 to 400 years ago to the 
officer of today who faithfully serves his people is so particularly instructive because, in the 
final analysis, the entire world economic crisis can be traced back in its essence to exactly the 
same phenomenon that we have just outlined.

There is no doubt that we owe to liberalism the liberation of the individual from ties that 
have become unrelated. The only thing that should have been done was not to satisfy oneself 
by breaking down the barriers, but to take over in a planned way the good of the old ties in 
order to form a new economic order. But this did not happen; so it could come about that the 
individual, freed from all ties, would have to look for a new economic order.
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could live out his inclinations economically. If Europe had been closed from the rest of the 
world at that time, i.e. if America, Africa, Asia, Australia had not yet been discovered at that 
time, then this haphazard living out of the individual in the field of economy would have 
triggered in a short time exactly the same as it was outlined above for the mercenary leaders, 
namely the fight of all against all and thus chaos. If this did not happen, it was not because the 
law I have just described was not valid, but because the private economic need of the 
individual was offered an unheard-of market in overseas countries in areas that had not yet 
been economically developed. If, however, the spirit of the creator and the organizational 
skills of the leader were added, if diligence and granted credit were further added, then it was 
basically easy to achieve economic prestige, because one could get rid of one's goods 
somewhere in the world with certainty. The demand for goods in the undeveloped parts of the 
world was so incredibly strong that the European countries hardly competed with each other 
in terms of their industrial production. It was possible for anyone, whether he was an 
industrialist in France, in England or in Germany, to sell his goods anywhere in the world, if 
only he took the trouble to look for outlets. This fact has had quite a devastating influence on 
the thinking of our economic leaders and of all economic theorists in general, because it 
completely weaned people from the fact that the old principle still applies that the sales 
market is the motor of every production. Because the sales market constantly and naturally 
absorbed every quantity of goods, people became weaned on thinking in terms of its laws and 
got used to looking at everything always only from the laws of production. - But not only did 
this happen, but employer and employee both did not come to think that their existence was 
economically justified only as long as their commodity was taken, but both began to define 
their relation to each other exclusively from the standpoint of production. The profit of an 
enterprise was such a self-evident matter that employer and employee were concerned 
exclusively with the question of how much share of this profit should be granted to the 
employer or the employee. And since the employers' desire for profit was apparently not 
amenable to reason, they began to organize the employees so that one day, through the state, 
they might be able to force the employer to hand over an appropriate percentage of their 
profit. As astounding and basically shameful as the fact is, there is no doubt that the economic 
theories and the struggle of the last 100 years have been exclusively in the field of how to 
properly distribute the profit from production, but that not a word of thought has been given to 
what should actually happen once production as such is no longer possible. So much has one 
become entangled in this misguided doctrine that employers and business entrepreneurs have 
striven with all their energy to be free from any interference in the possibilities of economic 
activity that present themselves to them, while employees have seen in the organizational 
control of these entrepreneurs exclusively the purpose of their existence. Whether democracy 
in this sense, Marxism, Bolshevism in another sense, in both cases the whole conceptual 
world goes back to the cardinal error of thinking that production is eternal, while nobody 
thought about the fact that production depends on sales.

In the course of the 19th century, however, it became clear that certain basic laws of 
economics could not be denied with impunity. Before the world war, this could only be 
recognized by a keen observer. It announced that our European industrial groups were getting 
into certain difficulties, which they initially thought they could solve by cartel agreements and 
the like. But already clearly
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In the background, it became apparent that new economic producers in overseas countries 
were entering the competition as competitors. This phenomenon, which was thought to have 
started during the World War, actually began much earlier. It was triggered by competitive 
difficulties, when certain production companies decided to save on the transportation costs of 
goods in order to reduce the cost price in absolute terms. Thus, the idea was born to create 
industrial subsidiaries in the world's major consumer countries, without considering that these 
subsidiaries could one day become competitors of the mother country. But since until then all 
new establishments had always been a matter of personal credit, this question was considered 
only from the point of view of credit, but not from the point of view of the effect on the sales 
market.

Since all things in economic life have a certain law of persistence, i.e., that new 
knowledge and ideas have difficulty in gaining acceptance, this narrowing of the economic 
market of European industry was apparent to very few people. On the contrary, many 
companies were undoubtedly gaining dividends b y  the new method of establishing 
subsidiary companies, and it seemed as if an extraordinary progress was basically connected 
with this step. But when the pressure of competition between the European countries began to 
become more and more palpable and finally broke out in the World War, the extraordinary 
power of resistance of the German people forced its opponents to mobilize all means to end 
this war in their favor, i.e. to win it. With the unheard-of deployment of people from all over 
the world on the fronts in Europe, the industry of the Entente countries, which had been 
spared from the war, was not able to ensure the production of the things needed at the front on 
its own. Thus, the subsidiary industries of young countries or of colonies suddenly found 
themselves having to step in to help, which of course immediately led to a strong boost in 
industrial production in these countries again. This is the real reason why the world war led to 
an unheard-of boosting of industries of all kinds in the overseas countries. When the world 
war was over, a peace was concluded which did not logically proceed from the lines of 
thought just developed here, but which took other points of view into account on the part of 
the victorious countries. I do not have to speak about this in particular and in detail. But I 
must point out that logically, the end of the war did not mean the end of the question of 
existence for the newly created industries in all parts of the world, but rather that these 
industries wanted to live, and since they were able to use the shorter route between production 
and consumer, they slowly but surely beat the European competition out of the field.

Then there was a second factor. The overseas countries were faced with a completely 
different problem than the economic leaders in Europe when it came to the question of 
production costs in relation to workers' wages. For the labor force available in the overseas 
countries was accustomed by special circumstances to a much lower standard of living than 
the industrial workers in European industry. This was practically expressed in the fact that the 
industrial workers of the overseas countries were very considerably cheaper in wages than the 
white workers. Due to these wages, the overseas industry became competitive with the 
European industry, because the production costs were cheaper, and thus, in the period after 
the World War, industries sprang up like mushrooms after a rainy night in all overseas 
countries. These industries were now naturally looking for a way of life and so a wild 
competition arose on the sales market of the world economy, which finally degenerated into a 
fight of all against all. These things developed relatively quickly and at first triggered the 
phenomenon that the aggrieved countries came together in the form of conferences to discuss 
the common distress. But since the distress did not have its cause in these things
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The fact that the economic system of a country was based on the principle that everyone could 
do what he wanted in economic life, but only on the possibility that everyone could do what 
he wanted in economic life, did not lead to any result from the point of view of the world 
economy. It is true that strong countries tried to limit the economic egoism of the individual 
by deciding on a kind of national economic structure, that is, by trying to mobilize the 
economic egoism of the individual in the interest of the national economy of the people. Here 
we have the key to understanding the things that have inevitably brought into being a kind of 
national economy in most of the great states of the world. In fact, in principle, however, this 
has not solved the problem. For all that has been achieved is that the economic struggle of all 
against all does not burst one's own national borders. But one could not prevent that the fight 
of all against all continued within the borders.

This attempt to paralyze economic liberalism in its harmfulness by letting it run riot, so to 
speak, within the borders of the state, has stopped the problem, but it has not changed the 
situation on the world economic market, and it has not done so because a whole series of 
domestic industries, as well as all foreign trade, cannot do much with autarky on a liberal 
basis, and now relations among nations are a necessity in economic terms.

From this realization, we National Socialists now came to the c o n c l u s i o n  that if the 
economy was to be rebuilt, it had to try to do so in a fundamentally new way. If it had been 
forgotten for centuries, as I mentioned at the beginning, that the sales market is the motor for 
production, then there could be no point at all in trying to stimulate the flagging production by 
means of production-increasing means or by problems of granting credit, but there could only 
be one way, namely by attempting to replace the chaos on the sales market by a planned 
reorganization. If this point of view is taken, then the first question before the logically 
thinking person is how the relations of the peoples among themselves should take place 
economically. And there it was quite clear that, so to speak, each country was trying to pull 
the wool over the other's eyes, but one had to make the attempt to determine between two 
countries which economic exchange relations between them were necessary and advisable, 
and then on the basis of this knowledge one had to attempt the reorganization of the sales 
markets. For it is quite clear that a country can import only as much raw material, for 
example, as it exports goods for it. It is not a question of which raw materials a country needs 
in order to build up this or that industry, but rather a question of how many goods another 
country will take from me so that I can exchange goods for them. This is basically an eternal 
law of the economic relationship between nations. The fact of this law is not shaken by the 
fact that a credit granted by the state temporarily enables a commodity import industry to 
import more commodities than the people then export in goods. For this method of a state is 
possible only when there is sufficient capital, formed by the labor of other industries of the 
people, to be made available as credit, and thus to enable that industry to maintain its strong 
importation of raw materials.

But if one starts from the problem of the natural economic relations of the peoples to each 
other, then one comes after a short time to the consideration that only then a real good balance 
takes place if the economy of the people is healthy in itself. But a national economy is healthy 
only if it is based on a healthy agriculture, possesses an economically necessary industry and 
now carries out and introduces those peaks of production which arise according to the 
situation, i.e. on the basis of the needs of the peoples among themselves. Only if such a 
national economy is founded in itself, resting in a center of gravity, will an honest exchange 
of goods among the peoples of the world be possible.
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National Socialism started from this thought when it decided to overcome the world 
economic chaos by a new principle. This principle could only take shape if it was possible to 
put agriculture in order first and to build the foundation of the national economy from there. 
From this point of view, I must ask you to understand the agricultural policy of the German 
government.

For us it is not a question of giving special advantages to one sector of the German 
economy, namely German agriculture, but for us it is a question of finding, on the basis of 
healthy agriculture, the ground for a new German national economy, which in turn will then 
be able to enter into relations with the other nations.

Previous liberal thinking could not free itself from the idea that the unrestrained private 
initiatives of the individual had to operate in the economy if production as such was to be 
stimulated. Out of this consideration a genuine liberal way out was arrived at, namely, by 
believing that if the inner market were kept free from foreign goods by high tariff walls, this 
inner market could gain most by the free play of forces. It was overlooked, however, that such 
tariff walls serve only to be built on principles, i.e. that what one refused to one country, one 
logically had to refuse to the other country. With this method, from the point of view of the 
internal market, the liberal economic leader is safe from the competition of the foreign 
market, but this does not exclude internal chaos, but above all it does not prevent that with 
this method one does not reach a harmonious confrontation with the economic interests of the 
other peoples and states. On the contrary, this system was bound to create tensions within a 
country, since an industry interested in exports had no interest in the customs duties required 
by agriculture producing for domestic needs, and, conversely, agriculture saw its natural 
adversary in industry interested in exports. Thus it came about that liberalism in economics, 
which was developing into national liberalism, invented the thesis of the fundamental 
opposition between national industrial production and national agricultural production, 
without realizing that its entire doctrinal edifice was already wrong in its premise.

This consideration led us National Socialists to spend months thinking about whether 
there might not be a way out of the chaos of these contradictions.

We saw clearly that in some form the tariff as such belongs to the most inhibiting 
phenomena of the relations of the countries among themselves, that it should be possible 
somehow to build up a national economy, in which the tariffs play a quite secondary meaning. 
In this connection we were helped by the consideration that the problem 300 years ago was 
the same with regard to the free economic initiative of the mercenary leaders as it is today 
with regard to the free economic initiative in the economy as such. That is, we came to the 
conclusion that the only way to get out of the chaos was to decide to depart fundamentally 
from liberalism in economic thinking and to decide to integrate the individual as a part of the 
economy and to make the law of the whole economy the standard for the economic freedom 
of the individual. That is, we decided to follow the same path that has led today to the 
formation of officer corps, which, for their part, did not even think that their existence meant a 
restriction of the individual officer, since they have learned today that the curtailment of their 
free initiative has turned out to be a blessing for their nation and also for their state.

However, we could only condition the recovery of the economy agriculturally if we 
created solid relations on the internal market. Thus, we came up with the idea of guaranteeing 
the stability of the domestic market by uniting producers, traders and consumers of 
agricultural products, and of securing the domestic market without in any way affecting the 
relations with foreign countries.
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be disturbed. So, what we have done has nothing to do with a class problem, although we 
called it the law of the Reichsnährstand. What we wanted to do was to clearly relate the needs 
of the consumers of agricultural products to the domestic agricultural production and to get an 
overview of the overproduction of agricultural products on the domestic market. In this way, 
it should be possible to quota, so to speak, the agricultural overproduction in view of the 
internal market, if it turns out that the needs of the internal market are able to absorb the 
agricultural production. On the other hand, it is possible to take in from other countries only 
the production that their own agricultural production would no longer be able to produce. We 
freed ourselves from the idea of a planned or forced economy. So we left it up to the 
individual farmer to produce what he wanted. We just don't take away his entire crop if the 
domestic market suffers from overproduction in those products. This is not the place to talk 
about how we achieve the original key for the individual producer. The only essential thing is 
that, if you want that, you must have the internal market so securely in hand that none of the 
producers can break out of this structure. For it is clear that if a farmer can somehow sell a 
percentage of the grain not taken from him under the table, the whole system will be 
ineffective. On the other hand, it is clear that if the agricultural producer and the agricultural 
consumer are united in such a way in a national economy, both the interest of the agricultural 
producer and of the agricultural consumer can be guaranteed by the state or by that body 
which has to determine the prices. We thus move from the liberal Marxist fiction of the free 
price to the National Socialist realization of the economically justified price.

If an internal market is organized in such a way in agricultural terms, then in principle the 
customs duty is superfluous. After all, in such an economy, which is controlled by the internal 
market, foreign countries are able to sell their products only if the state in question feels a 
need for these products. Since markets are subject to supervision, it is impossible to put goods 
on the market that escape the supervision of the market authority.

At first, one may think that the lines of thought developed here are bold and complicated.
In fact, however, its effect is quite different with regard to the relationship of the peoples 

to each other. For it is quite clear that one now finds with each country that form of mutual 
exchange of goods which is the most agreeable to both countries. If one knows that the market 
can easily absorb this or that agricultural product, then it is not difficult to enter into a mutual 
exchange with another country and to offset it with a consideration, because I know that the 
market needs this product, and so it is in the national economic interest if a trade agreement is 
then concluded with the country that wants to export goods, in which the country then accepts 
other products in return.

Although these ideas may have originally been regarded as bold theories, the trade 
agreements with Holland and Denmark have proved that they are not gray theories. Both 
treaties were concluded by my ministry in a leading economic role, and it can be said that 
without this new economic approach, this would not have been possible. Although the Reich 
Food Law has only been in force in Germany for 7 months, the two trade treaties with 
Holland and Denmark have already proved that a new way has been opened up to regulate the 
economic relations between the nations.
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To sum up, I would like to say that the way is now clear to get free from the liberal 
presuppositions of the world economic crisis and to make possible only here in Europe a new 
economic order in the relations of the peoples among themselves.

Paradoxical as it may sound, I must say that on the basis of this way the peasantry 
becomes the pioneer of an organic exchange of goods. And this is because on this way an 
honest exchange of goods between the peoples is carried out, and the exchange of goods is not 
a result of wild economic struggles of the countries among themselves. If liberalism, on the 
basis of its false premise, saw in the peasantry the stumbling block to international 
understanding among the peoples, National Socialism has proved that the peasantry of Europe 
is called upon, while fully preserving its national characteristics and national self-assertion, to 
reorganize the economic relations of the peoples among themselves and thus to develop an 
entirely new basis for an organic world economy.

And the importance of this is because this kind of economic relations among peoples is a 
much more honest one than was previously possible on the basis of liberalism. It is only 
necessary to bring one's own things in this field to the realization that liberalism has played 
out in the world and a new field of economic relations among peoples must take hold. And 
with this there is nothing to prevent us from looking confidently into the future.

I have placed this one aspect of German agricultural policy in the foreground exclusively 
because it is ultimately the most important. I know that abroad the first question is often 
always directed to the Reichserbhofgesetz. I think it is more correct to point out that the 
Reichserbhofgesetz is only the logical continuation of the basic idea of order and binding 
within the agricultural sector. For it is only the Reichserbhofgesetz that secures the final 
rooting of the farmer to the soil as the eternal basis of all agricultural production. However, I 
would like to be allowed to speak about this in more detail on another occasion.

I wanted to explain today that the German peasantry is the guarantor of peaceful 
understanding among the peoples, and that it is from this peasantry that the impulses emanate 
to advance through the internal market order to freedom of foreign trade.
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He r drew K ung Te h- Ts c hoe ng ,

the 77th generation descendant of Confucius. The nineteen-year-old 
scholar is already the ancestor of the 78th generation.
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The V orha l l e to t h e P a l a s t - a n d Te mpe l a n l a ge s to Kuf ü

For two and a half millennia, the sons of the K u n g family have been born and buried in 
the sanctuaries protected by all governments.

61



"After the old edifice of Chinese culture could no longer be saved, it had to 
be left to perish. W h a t K u n g v o l l b r a c h t , t h e r e t r a t u n e d t h e b u 
i l d p l a n e s o f t h e a l t e r c u l t u r e . According to these plans, the 
construction of Chinese culture could be rebuilt from the ruins of social collapse 
when a new ruler arose". (D. Richard Wilhelm.)
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All  e to the Gra be of the Confuc i us i n Kuf ü
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The tomb of Confucius in the temple of Kuf ü

Untouched by wars and turmoil, this site of supreme ancestor veneration 
remained as it was thousands of years ago.
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Ahne na l ta r i n de Ahne nha l l e a s c h i ne s i s c h e n Gehof s

On the wall hang the ancestral pictures. On the square dining table, in front of which is the 
votive table, the a h n e n o p f e r is set up.
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T h e E ßtis c h w i t h t h e Opfe rs pe i s e s

The head of the family invites the spirits of the ancestors to enjoy the life essence of 
the offerings. After the celebration, the sacred foods and drinks that have become 

auspicious are eaten by the family members.
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"Confucius does not refer to himself as a new creator of these ideas but as a 
transmitter of the good from ancient times."

"I just over-deliver, I don't create. I believe in the old and love it."
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"When parents are denied sons in marriage, the Chinese like to accuse 
them of this being a consequence of the sinful omission of ancestor worship, or 
even call it a sin itself if a family does not produce boys. Mong Dsi (a disciple of 
Confucius) points out that there are three great impieties in the world, the 
greatest of which is when a family leaves no male offspring." 

70



"it would disorganize the tribe."
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"He who is not a reverent son in the family cannot be a faithful servant of the state," 
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"Honor is the guiding principle of the social order. He who reverently submits 
to family life will hardly be a political rebel. He who keeps away from political 
opposition will certainly not be an indignant one. A prudent ruler will therefore 
cultivate in family feeling the root of state order. If this root is healthy, from it the 
principle of reverent subordination grows through the entire state system."

"Three things cancel out the duty of filial piety: Having no offspring is the 
worst of them."
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S pa r ta n i s c r ing group

(300 BC )
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S pa r ta n i s c h dis c us we r fe r

After the discobol of Myron
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: "I am only the first servant of my state", 
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Ka ry a t i de n a n d Ac ropol is  ,

whose model were the Spartan fruit bearers of the village of Karyai.
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"Marry noble and beget 
noble

"proud, blond-haired beauties", 
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"gilding of coats of arms" in 
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Ringe r a us He rc u l a ne um

83



"Dithmarschen Peasant Republic" 
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"Sweet fruit, bitter fruit - China" 
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"Book of Customs", 

a u f r ü h r i s c h e n 

too c h t l o s e 

more than a few cases of violence 

high income with a low income.

mother child 
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"chineseization of the soil".
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A walk through the history of nations
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Leers, Blood and Race. 2
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Leers, blood and race. z
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But still the death mask RamseS IV wears blond hair
and a" narrow Nordic Erficht, about the numerous distribution of 
predominantly Nordic people in Asia the forthcoming book of Dr. 
Günther about Jndo- Germanen in Asia will give information: 
Genghis Khan, for example, was blue-eyed and blond.
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