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4 Alfred Rosenberg 

Introduction 

The National Socialist movement has hitherto been dismissed as an 
ad-hoc racialist movement that had no serious political philosophical 
foundation. But one has only to re-read the several writings of the 
chief ideologue of the movement, Alfred Rosenberg (1893-1946), to 
discover not only a clear philosophical account (especially in his 
principal work, Der Mythus des zwangisten Jahrhunderts, Miinchen, 
1930) of what the regenerative movement of National Socialism sought 
to achieve in the Third Reich through its doctrine of racial worth and 
power, but also (in Rosenberg’s numerous essays) the ideological 

bases of the foreign political aims of the Reich during the second world 
war. The present collection of essays will shed some light on the 
underlying reasons of the anti-Jewish approaches adopted by the 
Reich in internal German as well as in European politics. 

Rosenberg was born in Estonia, one of the Baltic provinces of 
Russia, and his youth was steeped in studies of the Nordic sagas and 
the works of Houston Stewart Chamberlain. It was Chamberlain’s 
Foundations of the nineteenth century which gave Rosenberg the 
inspiration to write his own major work The Myth of the twentieth 
century (Miinchen, 1930). Rosenberg’s philosophical reading included 
Schopenauer, Kant, and Indian philosophy, but when he finished his 
school-leaving examination at seventeen he went to the Technical 
University at Riga to study architecture. As a student at the University, 
Rosenberg gave a talk in one of the student societies on the Jewish 
question and later in November 1918, after he had graduated, he 
addressed a public meeting on the related subject of the Jews and 
their relation to Bolshevism, a topic which became a major item on 
the National Socialist agenda. Soon after this Rosenberg left Russia 
for Germany. Rosenberg left Russia convinced that the only social 
and cultural importance that Russia possessed was what the Vikings 
and the Hanseatic League and immigrants from the West had given 
it. The Revolution of 1917 meant the defeat of “the formative culture 
of the Nordic peoples” at the hands of the Mongols aided by “Chinese 
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and peoples of the wastes, Jews, Armenians, and the Kalmuck Tartar, 
Lenin”. 

In Munich, which he reached in 1919, Rosenberg met Dietrich 

Eckart, the anti-Semitic publicist with whom he readily collaborated. 
Towards the end of 1919, Rosenberg joined the German Workers’ 
Party and when the Party acquired the Volkischer Beobachter as its 
official organ, Rosenberg was appointed as assistant to Eckart, who 
served as chief editor. In 1920, Rosenberg published a collection of 
his earlier anti-Semitic writings as Die Spur des Juden im Wandel der 
Zeiten (The trace of the Jew through the ages), which traced the Jewish 
materialist roots of capitalism as well as of anarchism and 

Communism. In 1923, Rosenberg replaced the ailing Eckart as chief 
editor, presumably on Hitler’s instructions. When the NSDAP 
acquired full political power in 1933, Rosenberg was given nominal 
control of the Party’s Foreign Policy Office. In 1934, he was appointed 
leader of ideological indoctrination and education. Only during the 
war, in 1941, did Rosenberg obtain a major political post as Minister 
for the Eastern Occupied Territories, though, quickly after assuming 
office, he discovered that he had no real power and that even his 
subordinates reported directly to Hitler. Rosenberg’s personal 
knowledge of Russia might have helped Hitler if the latter had been 
sagacious enough to trust his intelligence, for Rosenberg, unlike the 
other National Socialist leaders, realised that Russia could be won 
only by using “particularist forces against the Muscovite core, 
overcoming it by means of alliance with the subjugated ethnic 
groups”.” At the end of the war, Rosenberg was arrested and tried at 
Nuremberg, where he was condemned to death by hanging on 15 
October, 1946. 

I have presented in the present edition a representative selection 
of essays published by Rosenberg during his career as editor of the 
Volkischer Beobachter, and as Director of Ideological Indoctrination. 

They are not organised strictly chronologically but, rather, in a 
thematically consistent way so that the reader may obtain a 
comprehensive view of the political situation prevailing in Europe in 
the first half of the twentieth century which impelled the National 
Socialists to a concerted effort at European national reorganisation. 

The principal focus of the first essays (1-8) is on the menace to 
European national culture and politics posed by the international 
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financial organisation of the Jews. Rosenberg discusses the various 
manifestations of this danger, whether in the form of Soviet 

Bolshevism or of capitalistic democracy. The second part of the work 
(articles 9-13) details the German response to this continuing and 
growing force of disintegration within the state itself. The National 
Socialist movement is seen to be a return to a quasi-mediaeval political 
ethos such as was desired even by the Neo-Conservatives of the 
Weimar Republic such as Edgar Julius Jung.° The last part (articles 
14-21) stresses the importance of combating an international 
organisation such as the Jewish League of Nations with a similar 
international organisation directed by a genuine European state such 
as the new Germany. 

It is important to note that the political views of Rosenberg repeat 
to a large extent the basic tenets of German Conservatism (the primacy 
of the metaphysical personality and the organic nation as opposed to 
the materialistic and rationalistic individual person or state) and 
federal foreign policy (the reorganisation of Europe on a basis of 
autonomous nations developed under the cultural guidance of 
Germany).* One significant difference between the Conservatives and 
Rosenberg, however, is that, as a National Socialist, Rosenberg shifts 
the emphasis from Christian religion to race as the basis of the new 
world order and his overarching antisemitism is not directed by 
religious opposition to the Jews so much as by a deeper racial one. 
Rosenberg’s political views, like those of his idol, Houston Stewart 
Chamberlain’s, are based essentially on the theory of the primacy of 
race in historical development. The Indo-European world-view, and 
particularly the Germanic, is based on the racial foundations of honour 
and fidelity which consolidate the national cultural progress of the 
European peoples, whereas the Jewish commercial mentality works 
destructively on the real Faustian conquerors of the world in a supra- 
national and exploitative way, primarily through the stock-exchanges 
of the world. 

According to Rosenberg, the first world-war was the most recent 
manifestation of the Jewish power of disintegration, as acknowledged 
by Theodor Herzl, the founder of Zionism, himself.® Though, the 

systematic destruction of racial worth was indeed begun much earlier, 

with the French Revolution and its glorification of vulgar democracy 
along with the rule of financial interests through the stock-exchange 
- all under the deceptive name of Liberalism. Even the German 
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Socialism of Weitling was falsified into plutocratic communism by 
the Jews, Marx and Lasalle: “A mass which could have no idea of the 

worth of the personality let itself be gifted with the “ideal” of a 
depersonalised world and did not know that this was only a gleaming, 
empty, phantom”.® Rosenberg’s essays dealing with the Jewish 
leadership of both the Marxist movement in Russia and the capitalistic 
democracy in the western countries expose the cunning manipulations 
of the international Jewish financial agencies to strangle the national 
cultural consciousness of nations. Further, a fact that has been quite 

overlooked in modern academic studies of the Russian revolution 
emerges here with extraordinary clarity - the extreme murderous 
cruelty with which the Jewish leaders established the anti-nationalist 
Bolshevist movement in Russia. 

The destructive work of the Jews who operate from their financial 

strongholds can be countered only by a racial renewal and a revival 
of the aristocratic racial heritage of the Indo-Europeans. The 
nationalism that Rosenberg and the Nazis advocated is based on the 
European racial consciousness and strongly to be dissociated from 
the Liberal Jewish championing of nationalism in nineteenth century 
Europe merely in order to play one nation off against the other for 
the purpose of their own financial gains. In his essay, “Der deutsche 
Ordenstaat”, Rosenberg reveals the National Socialist attempt to turn 

to the Prussian social system of the Middle Ages since that indeed 
constitutes the first characteristic formation of the German state: 

Not an impersonal official hierarchy, nor a Caesar who felt 
himself to be a god, hovering at an unapproachable distance, 
realised itself as the state conception of the German man, but 

the personal relationship between liege-lord and vassal 
became the most important element of the life-form — 
Wherever this relationship was alive, wherever a relationship 
of a personal oath and duty existed, there was Germany strong, 
where however abstract theories began to rule there was 
Germany inwardly worn down.’ 

The same close association and devotion that prevailed between 

the medieval duke and his subjects is to characterise the relationship 
between the Fiihrer of the modern nationalist movement and the 
people. Neither a monarchy nor a republic, the new state will be a 
“state of the German Order”:® 
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The National Socialist movement [has] resolved — to 

select and join together, from the total of 70 millions, a core of 

men which has the special delegated task of state leadership, 
whose members grow into the notion of an organic politics 
from youth onwards, try themselves in the form of the political 
party, then strive together for that which is certainly not 
possible to be realised on earth in every individual case but 
which must nevertheless remain the unshakeable goal of the 
whole: to feel authority and proximity to the people as identical 
and to shape life and state accordingly.’ 

Although the centralisation of power in the Fiihrer and the 
mediaeval form of the state make the new form of government 
virtually a monarchy, it will be “a monarchy on republican 
foundations”.'° Rosenberg insists on service to the state as a 
prerequisite for political participation, rather than the senseless 
universal suffrage of democratic parliamentarism. Talent rather than 
economic or social situation will determine a person’s contribution 
to the political career of the country." 

The German “Order” would consist of men who had distinguished 
themselves by “achievements in the service of the nation”, no matter 

in what field, and this Order would elect the leader of the nation, 

from its own ranks, for life. The parliament would be transformed 
into an advisory body to the government and would be made up of 
individuals elected, on the sole “principle of personality”, by the 
leaders of corporative bodies such as the army, peasants’ associations, 
businessmen, university professors, bureaucrats, and other liberal 
professions. The local chapters of the Order, such as the guilds, would 
also be able to nominate candidates to the parliament. This process 
would ensure the rise of “creative individuals” within the disciplined 
system organised by the Order and the leader of the nation. The 
principle of transferring the actual government discussions from the 
general assembly to a council is old, appearing already in the Homeric 
epic and in the Germanic sagas and will ensure the continuity of the 
new state form through its elite structure. 

It may be observed here that the actual realisation of the mediaeval 
system of an Order was accomplished more dramatically by Heinrich 
Himmler, whose SS organisation was fashioned as a modern 
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descendant of the Order of the Teutonic Knights of Prussia who 
embodied the concept of militant spirituality and actively undertook 
the colonisation of the East. The discipline, loyalty, and honour 
required of the SS men were characteristic of not merely a soldierly 
caste but of a spiritually attuned one, for Himmler’s movement, like 
Hitler’s, was indeed a quasi-religious phenomenon. The eastern 
expansion programme of the Reich was itself geared to a large-scale 
resettlement policy which would use the East as the nursery of the 
new Germanic race which could not thrive in the decadent urban 
West. Himmler clearly designated the Soviet war as a “racial war”” 
which was part of a larger projected struggle with barbaric Asia. If, 
in view of this hardened version of the state of the German Order 
realised by Himmler, it is objected that the glorification of the elitist 
state lends itself rather easily to tyrannical excesses such as the 
systematic extermination of all peoples not conducive to the 
regeneration of Aryan society, it may be pointed out that Rosenberg 
at least did what he could when he served as Minister for the Eastern 
Occupied Territories to mitigate the translation of his own anti- 
Semitism into uncompromising reality by men who followed 
Himmler more directly. 

I may add also that Rosenberg’s final observations in his work 
sketched in the Niirnberg prison, called Letzte Aufzeichnungen (Last 
Sketches), reveal a slightly modified form of his earlier views on 
statecraft. Rosenberg reverts here to a more democratic method of 
election of the Reichsprasident or Reichsfiihrer, an office which would 

henceforth be divorced from that of the Reichskanzler. The army will 
be under the command of the former and not of the latter. The 
Reichskanzler will be responsible for the government and 
representation of the people along with a Senate and the parliament. 
The senate will be consituted of men above forty years who are 
delegated and nominated from the various professional organisations 
while the members of parliament are to be voted from five hundred 
voting districts within the Reich. The senate and the parliament may, 

with a two-thirds majority, remove the Reichskanzler from power 
and call for a new election. We note that Rosenberg’s new proposal 
reduces the powers of the Reichskanzler by subjecting them to an 
elected parliament as well as the senate, though the institution of the 
senate itself is virtually the same as that of the German Order projected 
by Rosenberg in his earlier essay. 
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As regards the population of the people themselves, Rosenberg 
distinguishes between state citizens and state dependents and grants 
the electoral right only to the former. This preliminary selective 
process of state formation will ensure a sound leadership independent 
of other special powers such as the financial. Both state citizens and 
state dependents however are equal before the law so that a feeling 
of inferiority may be avoided among the latter. Rosenberg also 
criticises in particular the arbitrary police imprisonments during the 
Reich. 

The media are to be under full supervision of the state and 
will not allow the sensationalism of private presses. All parties will 
be granted journalistic organs that may be controlled by their own 
personnel. These parties will also be granted freedom of meeting and 
expression though they should, in the first place, avoid forming 
themselves on the basis of class or religious interests. Rosenberg’s 
championing of the party system in his last work is contrary to the 
anti-party attitude of not only the National Socialist movement but 
also of the Neoconservative thinkers of the Weimar Republic. 
Rosenberg also tolerates trade unions in his final political sketch but 
under the condition that they may continue to operate only so long 
as they are organised on the basis of reciprocal cooperation between 
employers and workers. All professions and cultural groups may form 
their own unions. The young people should be oriented in their 

education and organisations to self-discipline and the consciousness 
of the value of national unity, since they indeed represent the 
leadership of the future. 

* 

As regards Rosenberg’s foreign political views during the Reich, 
we note that the federalism of Rosenberg’s foreign political aims" is 
clearly distinguished from the persistent capitalistic-democratic 
federalism of the Jews. Rosenberg proposed a Nordic Europe with 
Germany as the central power of the continent, “ensuring the south 
and the south-east”. The northeast and the west will be secured by 
the Scandinavian countries along with Great Britain."* The other major 
European power, France, is clearly under the spell of the Jewish 
financial rule and bent on destroying the European idea. The new 
European organisation should thus not be that of the so-called United 
States of Europe, proposed most notably by the leader of the 
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Paneuropa movement, Count Nikolaus Coudenhove-Kalergi,” since 
that is a democratic invention based on the exploitative system of the 
Jewish international finance. Rather, it should be a hierarchically 
organised Germanic Empire. The National Socialist desire for the 
rebirth and reorganisation of Europe is based on the racial and cultural 
principles of the German people, who have preserved and developed 
the European spirit to its fullest flower. As Rosenberg points out, 

The German Reich has sought during the second World War 
to enter into its old European mission and [show] in the 20th 

century that the attitude of the German Reich in the early 
Middle Ages was no accident but a necessity, a necessity not 
only because the Germanic-Teutonic power developed itself 
into fullest elevation, but also because of the knowledge that 
if Europe wished to preserve its independence, this was to be 
made possible only through an organising power on the 
European continent itself.'® 

The newly organised Europe will not continue the old imperialism 
of England and France but work in a truly federalistic way which 
grants autonomy to the several national cultures, even those of the 

East, which constitute the new world-order even while maintaining 

the leadership therein. The special attention Rosenberg gives to the 
Palestinian problem in these last essays should also be useful in an 
appreciation of the illegality of the Jewish arrogation of land and 
power in the Middle East. 

* 

Rosenberg’s essays are indicative of the urgency of the 
conservative German desire for the rebirth and reorganisation of 
Europe according to the authentically European social and cultural 
principles of the German people. Both the National Socialist 

movement in general and the war that was waged on the continent 
are properly understood only in the context of the German need to 
neutralise an enemy that was seen to be characterised by a vengeful 
desire - conscious as well as unconscious - to punish those at whose 

hands it had suffered persecution from the Middle Ages on and to 
consolidate its international financial power through the corruption 
and disintegration of authentic European national culture. 
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The failure of the Germans at the end of the war has only 
made the task of combating the corrupting force of the Jews a more 
pressing one today, since the latter continue to dominate world politics 
with reckless arrogance. Rosenberg’s own resolution of the Jewish 
Question are outlined in his Die Spur des Juden im Wandel der Zeiten. 
Rosenberg declares that it should be established by German legislation 
that 

“1. The Jews are recognised as a nation living in Germany. 
Religious confession or lack of confession play no role. 

2. A Jew is one whose parents, whose father or mother, are 

Jews by nationality, a Jew is from now on one who has a Jewish 
spouse. 

3. The Jews do not have the right to indulge in German politics 
in word, writing, and action. 

4. The Jews do not have the right to assume state official 
positions and to serve in the army either as soldiers or as 
officers. For that work performance comes into question. 

5. The Jews do not have the right to be leaders in political and 
communal cultural institutions (theatres, galeries, etc.) and to 

assume professor and instructor positions in German schools 

and universities. 

6. The Jews do not have the right to participate in political or 
communal test-, control-, censorship-, etc. commissions. 

The Jews do not have the right to represent the German Reich 
in economic conventions; they do not have the right either to 
be represented in the directorship of the state banks and the 
communal credit institutions. 

7. Foreign Jews do not have the right to settle permanently in 
Germany. Acceptance into the German state union is to be 
denied to them in all circumstances. 

8. Zionism must be powerfully supported, in order to promote 
yearly a certain number of German Jews to Palestine or, in 
general, over the borders.” ”” 

However, in 1941, Rosenberg altered his earlier views on the 
feasibility of a Jewish state as a solution to the Jewish question since 
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he doubted that the Jews could ever fulfil the political function of 
creating a state. The Jews must therefore be placed in reservations 
under police supervision. 

It was for this philosophically unchangeable attitude to the Jews 
that Rosenberg, in spite of the mitigations of his naturally more gentle 
temperament, was condemned as a war-criminal. But his trial did 

not alter his views on the radical importance of the Jewish question 
and, in spite of his criticisms of some of his fellow National Socialists, 
Rosenberg remained to the end faithful to the National Socialist 
movement. Rosenberg even acknowledged finally that the National 
Socialist movement had succeeded in achieving during its short reign 
only “an ideal and organisation” but not yet become an organic form 
which could continue its existence after the death of its present leaders. 
For that it would require the cultivation of acommon spiritual attitude 
and intellectual discipline in the nation. However, in spite of the 
personal shortcomings and differences which may have prevailed in 
the Reich, Rosenberg describes National Socialism in his last work as 
“a European answer to the question of the century (meaning the 

Jewish international financial question)” and the “noblest idea for 

which the German could have volunteered his forces”. Like other 
great ideas, National Socialism too has been overthrown at the end 

of the war but it will, as an organic phenomenon, be revived from a 

suffering generation, especially from the healthy peasant blood, and 
will form the genuine German Reich anew. 

It will be evident to all interested at present in the question of 
European reorganisation that a revitalisation of the German state is 

crucial to the international organisation of states that must follow. 
For, Germany, in spite of its current liberal democratism, still has a 

powerful tradition, both intellectual and historical, of aristocratic, 

organic, politics. The task of European reorganisation in general can 
be undertaken only by genuine Conservatives (partly represented in 
contemporary Europe by some of the members of the ‘new Right’) 
and not by party politicians, whether Conservative or Liberal, who 
depend on Jewish finance and the Jewish press for their popularity. 

It may be noted here that the modern movement for a federalistic 
Europe called ‘integral federalism’,”” stemming from the neo- 
Proudhonian, Alexandre Marc, cannot serve as the basis of the future 

organisation of Europe since its leaders were Jewish emigrés who 
settled in France and were concerned primarily to combat the German 
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hegemonistic tendencies during the second world-war. The federalism 
of Mare and Raymond Aron can only be another version of Jewish 
socialism since, in spite of their emphasis on “liberté personnelle”, 
the inherent lack of metaphysical quality and personal freedom in 
the Jews makes their international enterprise another vehicle for 

Jewish infiltration of the European ethos. In this respect, ‘integral 
federalism’ is only a variant of the Paneuropean movement of Count 
Nikolaus Coudenhove-Kalergi. Genuinely German federalism” 
should therefore be encouraged in opposition to the modern French 
projects. 

Of course, German hegemonism too should be avoided, especially 

if Germany were to achieve the Greater German form proposed by 
the German federalists. The European federation should necessarily 
be an equal partnership between Germany and the other major centres 
of European culture, Britain, Italy, France, and European Russia. 

What remains of prime importance, however, is that the national 

character of all these countries should be freed of the insidious Jewish 

American socio-political codes that have been imposed upon it. A 

precondition of this liberation is a renewed understanding of the 

spiritual and cultural distinction of the European mind and of the 
need to preserve this excellence from the debilitating moral corruption 
of the current Jewish rule. Such an understanding will naturally be 
accompanied by a steadfast exercise of clear-sighted intellectual 
discrimination at all levels of society and politics. 

Footnotes 

1 cf. The Myth of the Twentieth Century, Bk.III, Ch.6. 

2 Robert Cecil, The Myth of the Master Race, p.19. 

3 cf. EJ. Jung’s Die Herrschaft der Minderwertigen, Miinchen, 1930, and my 
English edition of this work, The Rule of the Inferiour, Lewiston, NY, 4999): 

4 cf. my edition of German Conservative thinkers, Europa: German 

Conservative Foreign Policy, 1870-1949: Selected Readings, Lanham, MD, 
2001. 

5 cf. p.25 below. 

cf. p.21 below. 

7 “Der deutsche Ordenstaat”, in Gestaltung der Idee, Miinchen: 
Zentralverlag der N.S.D.A.P., 1936, p.75f. 
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op.cit., p.79f. 
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more strongly in favour of centralisation of power than of federalistic 
ways of government such as those propounded by Jung. 

Rosenberg, Mythus, Bk.III, Ch.3, p.546f. 

Speech of 19 June 1942. 

cf. in this context, Hitler’s attack of the current Jewish fashion of 

federalism in his Mein Kampf, “The mask of federalism’. 

It may be mentioned here that Rosenberg like many of the National 
Socialists is a champion of the Nordic race, considering all civilisation 
to have arisen originally from the infusion of the Nordic blood into the 
more southern races from India to Persia to Greece and Rome and that it 
is the duty of the Nordic races, especially the German and British to rule 
the world together, the former on the continent and the latter overseas. 

He does not take into account the fact that the classical intellectual 
tradition of the Mediterannean Aryan races, especially that of the Indians 
and the Graeco-Romans, is indeed much more antique and more 

metaphysically developed than that of the Nordic races. 

See p.88 below. 

cf. p.118 below. 

Die Spur des Juden im Wandel der Zeiten, Miinchen: Verlag Franz Eher 

Nachfolger, 1939, pp.152f. 

cf. the studies of contemporary neoconservatism by Tomislav Sunic, 
Against democracy and equality: the European New Right, N.Y.: Peter Lang, 
1990, and Susanne Mantino, Die ‘Neue Rechte’ in der ‘Grauzone’ zwischen 

Rechtsextremismus und Konservatismus, Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lang, 
1997, 
See Bernard Voyenne, Histoire de l’idée fédéraliste, III: Les lignées 
proudhoniennes, Paris: Presses d’Europe, 1981. 

See, in this context, my edition of German Conservative foreign policy, 

Europa. 
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“Jewish world politics”, 

Der Weltkampf, June 1924." 

Now comes the age of great wars and revolutions. 
From them will emerge as victor the international Jewish bank. 

Dostoievski. 

Not only individual men but also peoples find their personal life- 
form only after many false paths. Wars and revolutions signify the 
signposts on which the changes in the inner spiritual attitude are to 
be read. We, that is, all peoples of the white race - although some 

seem still to slumber fully - live today in one of the greatest ages of 
intellectual, political and economic transformations. The catastrophes 
which have been effected since 1914 and the throes still to come in 
world-political events are therefore so powerful because never before 
have the two old polar oppositions between the racial ideas and 

internationalist world-view lain in such a strong, instinctive, but at 

the same time conscious, battle as today. 
Considered from the political side, it stands beyond doubt that 

the longing for a closed national state was a definite component in 
the life of the European peoples forming themselves. In earlier youth 
this natural instinct was interwoven with the idea of the Roman world- 
empire, in which “the sun never set”. Later, this political will sought 
refuge in the self-centredness of individual kings and emperors, in 
the 19th century the economic self-centredness came upon its rule 
under the sign of the age of the machine. 

In France and England, we first see the powers for the construction 
of a national state consciously at work. The will to uniformity of the 
French kings prepared the power-political, then also the cultural- and 
national-political direction of France. Its island situation enabled 
England to carry out the merging of Saxons and Normans so far as to 
create the far-reaching uniform British type. From the will to power 
and racial feeling arose the two great empires and then reached for 
their part into the destiny of other countries in which the racial- 
national discussions had not yet been thought through to clarity: to 
Germany and Italy. These invasions, along with the political counter- 
reformation, gave Germany the possibility only in the 19th century 
of creating the first preconditions for a racial state. It was similar in 
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Italy. But before this political idea, which strives forth only today 
under the sign of the chaos and a collapse that has never been before, 
could emerge into full daylight, there lay, like dough, over Europe a 
new doctrine: Marxism and economic subjectivism. 

Many politicians still conducting themselves in old ways of 
thought will designate it as erroneous to name “anti-capitalistic” 
Marxism and capitalistic democracy in one breath, yet every deeper 
glimpse reveals that both phenomena represent in terms of world- 
view the same thing, and form the residue of the age of financial rule. 

The 19th century brought, along with the march of the idea of the 
national state, also the fulfilment of the instinct for expansion of the 
white race. This will to exploration and conquest had driven the 
Europeans forwards over oceans and continents to the highest 
mountains, to the North and South Poles, into the hottest deserts of 

Africa and Asia. Its mind invented instruments which supplied it the 
picture of the universe. Indefatigably, rational ideas touched as feelers 
the secret depths of Nature, to transform with progressing knowledge 
their hostile forces into powers which became serviceable to man until, 

finally, invisible waves supplied ideas beyond the globe and man 
raised himself up into the air on wings. World-conquest - that, along 
with organic occlusion, was the longing of the last five hundred years 
of European history more than ever before. One nation after the other 
is settled in distant parts of the world, one factory, one colony, arises 
after the other; with progressing technology this world-state system 
increasingly binds itself together: giant cruisers, armed fleets, protect, 
secure and expand this property. “The few trees, not my own, spoil 
the enjoyment of my world-possession”, this remark of the ruling 
hundred-year old Faust was the leading saying which developed at 
the end of the 19th century to its fulfilment, whose resonances we are 

experiencing today: to discover, conquer, rule the world, the world- 

rule idea of the white race. 
This world-imperialism has many forms: it was active inventively, 

militarily, technologically and capitalistically. These parts, which were 
at the beginning closely united to the work, fragmented themselves 
increasingly later: statesman and conquering businessman, scientist 

and leader of battles, went forth almost entirely without connection. 
And within the organisation there developed in the exploitation, from 

century to century, a form of devilish world-subjection: the middle- 

man system, the stock-exchange. In Amsterdam, in London and Paris, 
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there arose those cells of the present-day financial- and world-rule, 
which, not acting in a way that participated in the powerful drama of 
a world-conquest but that exploited this, became a real post of 
command of world-politics. Nothing characterizes more the open 
decay of a world-age than that the former discoverers, conquerors, 
in short, the masters, withdrew and made place for the middle-man, 
the businessman and the servant. The way passes from the individual 
conqueror through the dynastic power-state collected together to the 
plutocratic parliamentary democracy. In place of the idea of political 
and religious power there entered the worship of wares, of trade oa 
of economic speculation. 

Just as the individual man would gladly like to defend an activity 
really alien to his being with a “world-view”, so did even the whole 

of Europe do this, when in 1789 in Paris a state-apparatus become 

decayed was struck down. In the name of freedom, of fraternity, and 
of humanity, the golden calf was raised to the status of a god, and, 
under the sign of democracy, that is, of “the rule of the people”, began 
an exploitation of the best racial powers of Europe such as had never 
existed before. The crude age of the machine - which the prescient 
Goethe feared, because it will “come and strike” - set in. This age 
created the megalopolis, the factory strongholds. A generation 
damned by an unholy fate slaved beneath the earth in coal-shafts, in 
dirty corners of the cities. Generations alienated from Nature grew 
up robbed of light and air. They felt no sense and saw no goal in their 
work, they understood nothing of the significance of production 
which was provided by work, at which they had rotated the very 
same piece year in and year out. They conceived of their work as 
only a mechanical activity which secured them their little bit of life. 
The originally healthy bond between cause and effect, of judgement 
on the appropriateness and inappropriateness of a regulation, such 
as the peasant and handicraftsman grown up in Nature exercises, 
increasingly atrophied. From this mood arose a gloomy revolt justified 
in the deepest recesses of one’s inner personality against destiny, the 
battle of a stratum of society betrayed of its life-rights which had 
more or less nothing to lose. 

It was quite natural that precisely in the gloomy, seething masses 
over-excited “world-ideas” took root. A knowledge which does not 
extend beyond the most immediate circle of influence leaps with 
agility over all intermediate members and is ready to believe in a 
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distant goal, whether the latter may be barely reachable or only a 
gleaming will-o’-the-wisp. And just as, in the harbour-cities of the 
world, the sparkling rooms of the pleasure-houses appear to the 
intoxicated sailor to be royal castles, so there arose before the eyes of 

a seeking army of millions of workers the idea of international 
Communism. A mass which could have no idea of the worth of 
personality let itself be gifted with the “ideal” of a depersonalised 
world and did not know that this was only a gleaming, empty, 
phantom. The present age, when one believed one could grasp at it, 
signified the hour of most bitter disillusionment and scepticism. This 
hour decides on whether that scepticism strikes a world down in ruins 
or whether from the mad-house of Marxism a way to freedom may 
still be found. 

It signifies an unparalleled tragedy that, in the middle of the 19th 
century, for the armies of striving workers no greater representative 
arose who, rooted with all his veins in his culture, had through his 

personality bound past and present in order to gift to the millions a 
world-view for the future. But, in the place of such a representative, 

an incomprehensible fate brought forth two Jews: Marx and Lasalle.” 
The occasion of giving a religious content to the justified workers’ 
movement conducting the battle for bare existence was missed. The 
Romantic Socialism of a Weitling® was not deepened but falsified into 
a plutocratic Marxism. 

What Marx’s fanatical personality brought was essentially the 
same world-view which precisely those people paid homage to against 

whom the battle of the workers was directed or had to be directed: 
the lords in the banks and, in the stock-exchange, so many industrial 
upstarts. The “expropriation of the expropriators” is, in the final 
analysis, the beginning and end of the Marxist disintegration of the 
people. Instead of favoring the workers with a new idea, Marx stole 
the “world-view” of the practical materialist. Instead of preaching a 
religious, freeing ideal to the enslaved, he threw a flat, Darwinistic, 

empty world-view rubbish at his feet. Instead of setting up for him 
as a goal a real homeland and the striving for a national culture, he 
increasingly freed him inwardly from his fathers, taught him to hate 
the history of his people and believe in a nebulous “International”. 
This poisonous seed of hatred against one’s own people has perhaps 
been the greatest crime of Marxism against all nations. From it the 

others follow with necessity. 
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The “world-view” bases of democracy are therefore the same. 
They were worked out partly from the spirits of an age of decline, 
partly set forth, perfected, and propagated by the Jews hostile to 
everything European. As the “plastic demon of the disintegration of 
mankind” (Richard Wagner), the Hebrew emerged since that time in 

the plutocratic, as well as in the allegedly anti-capitalistic Marxist 
camp. These two facts: the Jewish leadership and the flat, materialistic 
world-view make it clear why the limitless private capitalism has 
always conducted itself so well with the “communistic” Social 
Democracy, works together with it even today and even in the future 
will conduct common political and economic businesses as long as it 

still represents a force. 
The international idea demands necessarily a leading point of all 

questions. Politically this ideal is called a world-republic, economically 
a world-bank, cultural-politically it is expressed for example in the 
Esperanto, established by the Jewish Zamenhof,’ in the rootless 

Futurism, in the modern Negro music of our metropolises. 

In January 1922, the Jew, Walter Rathenau,° stood as the 

“representative of the international financial spirit” and uncrowned 
ruler of the German Republic of November 1918 before the conference 

participants at Cannes. He said at the end of his long reparation 

speech: “The way to which one wishes to devote oneself seems to me 
correct: an international syndicate, and indeed a private syndicate”. 
Today we stand in the midst of this development towards the all- 
Jewish private syndicate. But not only because, for a few years, we 
confront this warmly wished-for goal of international financial 
politics, but the world war was one of the means of accelerating this 
development to the economic enslavement of all the nations. Well- 
known today in German circles is another statement of the same 
Rathenau, that the time has come when the emperors and kings have 

to relinquish their place to the financial lords. This statement was 
written in 1912, thus two years before the break-out of the world 
catastrophe. “War is an enormous business undertaking, whereby 
not the heroism of the soldiers but the business organisation is the 
finest thing, and America is proud of the favorable business situation 

which it experiences” - In this way does the American Jew Isaac 
Markussohn triumph in 1917 at a festival in Rotterdam (The Times, 3 
March 1917). 

In London - as well as in Paris and Vienna - the Rothschilds have, 
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for a long time already, been ruling. And, thereafter, the children of 
Israel have, as if by a natural law, emerged increasingly into the 
foreground of the world-political events. 

As if by a natural law! For, every history is finally racial history. 
Race cannot be explained from the environment, for there will always 
remain an irresoluble remainder which is not to be resolved either by 
the climate nor by soil-constitution, nor by adaptation. If the European 
races brought along with them as essential character-traits the 
conquering instinct, the inventive, creative mind, the Jewry embodies 
the commercial, purely speculative, uncreative. “A nation of 

businessmen and cheaters” did Kant call the Hebrews who already 
today peddle his name for themselves. Therefore we see the Jews, 
according to their complete racial inbreeding, immediately attracted, 
as by a magnet, to settle in trading places and caravan centres. Already 
long before the powerful “diaspora” through Titus, they were divided 
over the entire world known at that time, even as assiduously as they 
are today active in a speculating, money-lending, brokerish way. 

The Jewish colony in Rome is already mentioned in 139 B.C. It 
had settled there on the shore of the Tiber where the Phoenician and 
Greek businessmen offered their wares. There also did they remain, 

and neither flooding nor sicknesses drove the Jews from this place. 
Only when other places of exchange and trade - as for example in 
royal castles - appeared more advantageous did they move. So was it 
everywhere: in Spain, Portugal, France, Italy, Germany and England. 

The democratic ideas of the French Revolution, from which the 

race-destroying parliamentarism arose, falsified the ideal of the 
national state that was becoming increasingly stronger; together with 
the growth of the stock-exchange system, they made it possible also, 
in this age of the transition from conqueror to tradesman, for the Jewry 
to exert fully their primal instincts once again. As a born intermediary, 
therefore, appears in all the centres of Europe - as mentioned before, 
with natural necessity - the Jewish banker. He possesses the rights of 
the state in which he lives but pays homage at the same time to his 
own religious-political-racial religion of law, and primal blood-bonds 
bound the bankers of Paris, Berlin, and London. The business principle 
of the House of Rothschild has from the beginning been to never strike 
a great stock-exchange blow without earlier having united all the 
members of the house. That means: a Jewish family business was 
conducted over the interests of the states. That was already an 



24 Alfred Rosenberg 

“international syndicate”! In addition, moreover, it happens that the 

Rothschilds indeed married their daughters to European noble and 
princely descendants but, almost without exception, take Jewesses 
as wives. In this way, Jewish blood with the Jewish commercial spirit 
corroded the European peoples who found themselves in a sickness, 
but the Jewish race itself remained in its core mostly unmixed. 

This must be premised to perceive that there is a conscious Jewish 
nation (today over 15 million souls), independent of their formal state 

citizenship; that this nation, like all others, bears a definite character; 
that this character consists in intellectual and material brokerage and 
necessarily has an effect today world-politically in such a way as it 
has always had in history whenever it could have an effect. Only, it 
can do it today in a scope such as never before. 

The present-day democratic governments are the consequences 

of elections. The elections are, in the first place, influenced by the 

press. The press is in the hands of rich stockholders. And these are 

today, in most countries, Jews. All parliamentarians are somehow 

dependent on, if not actually pushed forward by, all the parties of 
the “great democracies”. Their masters are the Rothschilds, Warburgs, 

Schiffs, Kahns, Lobs, Speyers, Ellissens, Mendelssohns, Lamonds, 

Bleichréders, Straus, etc. Dependent on Jewish finance are almost all 

the greats of this world. 
The cited statement of the now dead Walter Rathenau is therefore 

to be considered as corresponding to the entire striving of the Jewish 
people. With deep understanding did his racial comrade, the former 
state-secretary, Dernburg,° write on the occasion of Rathenau’s 
nomination as “Minister of Reconstruction”, in the Berliner Tageblatt: 

“Rathenau is in the best sense international, because he comes 
from a world business, because he, in the course of a long life, has 

acquired many friendships among the foremost business men who 
however, in the final analysis, determine the fate of nations”. 

Those are the famous “three hundred of whom each knows the 
other”” —. 

The final goal of a Jewish world-bank, of a Jewish world-syndicate, 
or however else one may call a financial system put together above 
all states, was therefore undoubtedly the goal of the stock-exchange 
lords of Paris, London, Berlin, New York, Petersburg, and Rome. If 

one observes the politics of the states from this standpoint, many 
incomprehensible things become comprehensible, many things 



Political Essays Pde) 

seeming to be impenetrable previously suddenly clear as day. Once 
one accepted the law of gravitation as a theory and observed the 
course of the heavenly bodies. The path of a star was not explicable 
any longer on the basis of the observations up till then. One had to 
assume one more invisible centre of power until the concerned star 

pressed into a different path from that assumed on the basis of the 
calculations up till then. Precise observations led to the discovery of 
a new planet. The latter presented the centre of power that had 
remained hidden up till then. 

In this way does it stand also with the present-day world-politics. 
Millions still naively employ only the powers of calculation which 
are described for them by our journalistic astrologers as the sole ones. 
And this calculation is never right even if one ever so learnedly 
adduces here all of history as a mid-wife of thoughtful political 
predictions. One speaks of “England”, “France”, etc. and forgets or 
fails to mention that neither England nor France nor any other state 
is to be judged still today on the basis of its historical national attitude 
alone, but always in relation to the new centre of power of the Jewish 

finance and its democratic-Marxist following. 
There is today in the whole world no real national state, neither 

foreign politically nor internal politically. The “most excellent 
businessmen” who indeed “in the final analysis determine the fate of 
the nations” have constituted themselves already for a long time 
everywhere as a state within the state and at the same time a state 
above the states. They can, when it agrees with their calculation, 

apparently balance that with the national interests of individual states 
or state-groups and play the role of the greatest patriots, but are today 
already much too strong to sacrifice this calculation to the national 
requirements of the peoples who once took them in hospitably. Their 

power within every state naturally works immediately also foreign 
politically; the Jewish family-politics exerts for its part a foreign 
political pressure when the internal politics of a state threatens to 
become dangerous to the ruling financial and profiteering spirit. 

On 10 June, 1895, the founder of political Zionism, Theodor Herzl,$ 

wrote in his diary that “the next European war cannot harm us but 
only promote us, because all Jews will carry their property and 
possessions over in security; moreover, we shall already therein speak 
at the conclusion of peace as money-lenders and aim at advantages 

CEES 

of recognition by way of diplomacy”. “[Carried] over in security” is 



26 Alfred Rosenberg 

today some two-thirds of the entire gold of the world. In the treasuries 
of the Wall Street Jews lies the blood of twelve million men of the 

white race transmuted into noble metal! That is the result of the most 
enormous world war, which has actually not harmed the Jews 

(overlooking some necessary sacrifice) but “only promoted” them. 
Entire villages, entire cities, are sunk in earthquakes. Entire provinces 

are destroyed and buried by poisonous grenades. The most beautiful 
monuments of ancient European culture have fallen there 
irrecoverably. An unnameable misery goes through hundreds of 
millions. But no nation has become free! Neither the betrayed nor the 
besieged, neither the victors nor their satellites have won the war, 

although all the field-greys, Poilu’s and Tommy’s thought they were 
fighting for the freedom and international validity of their nation, 
and this idea first gave them the strength for their battle. All of them 
have been outrageously betrayed already before the beginning of the 
war, even though only today a few begin to open their eyes. The 
entire Jewish world press, which was concerned to nurture the 

discords already existing within different state-groups before the war, 
created such, or, if it lay in the plan, hindered a national defence as 

much as possible, and does its best even today to retard the knowledge 
of the great world-betrayal, to stimulate in the lap of the peoples 
themselves the idea of class-warfare, or to distract their eyes from 

themselves to foreign political enemies. Enemies becoming dangerous, 
however, are sought to be lamed through financial “help”. 

This present-day almost exclusive rule of money was, as argued, 
secured already long before the war. The parliamentary elections in 
the western democracies were paid by the large banks, the press was 
conducted in a sense pleasant to the Jewish world-capitalism, and, 
behind the soldiers of the different parties combating among 
themselves, in the final analysis, however, only the officer corps of 
the Jewish stock-exchange leadership itself was their leader where 
the national interests of the different peoples were apparently 
promoted as well. 

One may naturally not believe that the Jewry has indeed accepted 
the matter of the Entente with full enthusiasm. It has indeed supported 
this in the interest of its own business, but, inwardly, the Jew has 
remained in London or Paris as much a Jew as he was in Krakow or 

Warsaw. Perhaps not always consciously, but, in his instinctive 
influence, always. 
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It is, on the other hand, wrong when many people explain: if there 
were no Jews, peace would be secured. Obviously, the matters do 
not stand so simply. There were wars and there will be wars without 
Jews necessarily needing to incite them. But one thing should become 
clear to all: that peoples indeed can battle and should battle for their 
freedom and their right of existence, whereby however, finally, the 
situation existing for a long time must be removed that they strike 
one another in favour of one and the same laughing, racially foreign, 
third man. Regardless of later possible discussions between nations, 
the leaders must gradually perceive that we, one and all, possess 
immediately a common foe: the Jewish red-golden international and 
its political wards such as are embodied by certain professional 
parliamentarians and certain journalists. 

It seems at first extraordinarily shrewd to strengthen the core of 
the disintegration in a still hostile neighbouring country and this 
would perhaps be also politically clever: if the same pathogenic agents 
were not already settled in our own blood. For example, in 1917, some 

trains of Bolsheviks journeyed from Switzerland through Germany 
and Sweden to Russia, many ship-loads filled with the same sort of 
men came from the New York ghetto to Petersburg with the 
permission of the government of the United States and Great Britain. 

The seed indeed went over to Russia, but, as the receipt for that, the 

entire West has been infected with this pestilence. Germany has first 
of all to thank the victory of the Bolshevist Revolution in the east for 
the revolt of 9 November, 1918. With its present-day consequences. 

England has set in the worm within the joints of its own house through 
the recognition of Soviet Judea.’ In France, the Jew Léon Blum” tows 
along with his henchmen a storm-proof Guard in case the bloc national 
should no longer be viable and fit for use. 

The “national Frenchmen” would therefore be quite uselessly glad, 
if, in Germany, Bolshevist uprisings should break out. If, as a result 
of them, the German Reich were to break apart, a French military 

dictatorship would perhaps be presumable, but in the long run not 
bearable even for the militarily strong but financially too weak France. 
The foreign political failure however would mean catastrophe for 
the French general staff, and would however conjure up therewith 
the age of a Bastille-storming. One should perhaps put forward similar 
considerations in London. One would presumably not do it yet, 
because it seems that different things must first clearly be revealed 
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before their inner meaning is understood. 
The western democracy has great statesmen as little as the 

German; almost all, no matter what they are called, have grown big 

through the Jewish stock-exchange and are pledged to it. In the 
“international private syndicate” they play an important but no 
decisive role. They have betrayed their peoples to the Hebrews, just 
as a Bethmann-Hollweg" did it with regard to the German nation 
and others continue it since then in strengthened measure. Like the 
“great democracies”, even the small are drawn into the ring. 

In short, as Harden-Witowsky said in his Zukunft” before the 
Genoa Conference, “capitalism is becoming what Socialism appeared 

to be: international. Its calculation cannot be disturbed through 
borders and turnpikes, it estimates the peoples beyond good and evil 
according to their creative performance, and confers its commissions 
to the suitable people”. That is the present federation in Europe: the 
stock-exchanges of London, Paris, and Moscow. Hemmed in by this 

political pressure, the masters breathe - insofar as they are non-Jewish 
- in Berlin and Rome. 

If with the term “private syndicate” the economic political side of 
the international idea were more emphasized, then the striving for a 
“League of Nations” presents in many aspects the political side of 
the same thing. The “Workers’ International” was an ideal behind 
which millions shuffled and, in general, even the world war was 

considered as a preliminary stage for this perceived world-tyranny. 
Thus did Trotski-Bronstein” write shortly after the outbreak of the 
world war in his work, War and the International: “The war of 1914 

signifies the wrecking of the national state as an independent 
economic system”. It is a question of, it is indicated further, “the 
creation of a far more powerful fatherland and one more capable of 
resistance - the republican United States of Europe as the basis of the 
United States of the World”. The leaders of the International were 
therefore fully clear of the goal of their destructive activity. They were 
also, from their point of view, right when they designated the 
“national Philistines” as traitors in their Marxist camps. In the eyes 
of every true Bolshevist, the national idea signifies a crime against 
his “idea”. This view came to expression very clearly in a well-known 
speech of the Marxist, Crispien, which he held on 11 January, 1922 at 

a Party Day: “We know no fatherland that is called Germany”. And 
so deep have the German people already sunk that they helped such 
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a man and his party to the Parliament! 
The internationally-led world-republic was, further, the expressed 

goal of the Freemasonic secret unions, even when so much of these 

seemed national chauvinistic and considered the leadership of the 
striven-for world-state differently than the fraternal organisation in 
the neighbouring country. 

In 1889, the centennial celebration of the French Revolution took 

place in Paris. At this spoke Brother Frankolin of the Grand Orient 
and explained that, for all empires which did not yet have a 1789, 

this day must come: “This day is not far any. longer. That is the day 
which we are looking at. Then all great lodges and Grand Orients 
will find themselves in a world fraternalisation. That is the brilliant 
ideal of the future which hovers before us”. In 1900, the inter-state 
Freemasonic Congress established anew the basic idea of this political 
world organisation. The president of the same, Bourceret, closed his 
speech with the words: “The call, “Long live the World-Republic!’ 
will soon no longer be platonic”. Precisely in this way did the other 
speakers speak. 

It would lead too far away to go into the details more closely. It is 
a fact that these Freemasonic Congresses were the expression of will 
of those forces which today determine world politics. And with the 
same necessity with which the Jewry penetrated into the world 
economy, it was able to empower itself also with the leadership of 
the Freemasonry. The Jew, settled everywhere, everywhere different 
and yet the same, formed the natural strong cement of all 
internationally bound societies and was obviously eagerly concerned 
for centuries to strengthen this attitude and, therewith, its influence. 

So it was not surprising if, after the war, the “Peace” Conferences 
as well as the other international “Reparations” conventions indeed 

showed non-Jewish representatives, and yet these had, one and all, 

Jewish friends or companions: Lloyd George" the Jew Philipp 
Sassoon, Balfour’? Anthony Rothschild, the French representatives 
brought the Jew Mantoux, Italy was represented for a long time by 

the Jew Schanzer, Germany by Rathenau. From the American side 
the Jewish financial kings, Baruch, Kahn, Warburg, toured the 
countries. Soviet “Russia” dispatched the Radeks, Rakowiskys, 
Litwinow-Finkelsteins, etc. Thanks to ever new loans and taxes and 
external debts, all nations have become obliged to tributes with regard 
to private financial concerns and syndicates. This financial rule 
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enslaving all the nations has become the most disgraceful, but 
undeniably most important fact of world-politics. To shake this off 
from it and to give to every nation its most characteristic possession, 
the possibility of racial renewal, is what the present-day world-battle 

signifies. 
This battle is played out today already in all fields. An instinctive, 

primally powerful battle declaration is announced against the world- 
and political-view which saw the light in 1789, but at the same time 

also against that other which values the national culture as such only 
as a stage of development that is to be overcome. The Communists 
preach to us a world-revolution. Now, this world-revolution is “on 
the way”, but, to be sure, in a quite different way than the apostles of 
Lenin accepted it. Whereas Communism represents, world-politically, 
the last, cramped, spiritually empty gasp of the masses sceptical of 
the Liberal-international world-view (as regards the following) and, 
at the same time, the Jewish attempt at the destruction of Europe (as 

regards the leadership), today there emerges for the first time once 
again a new ideal as a power going through all the strata of the people. 
The old nationalism was not capable of combating the Bolshevist 
world-revolution, even when it was itself capitalistically infected, 

often closely related in its leadership in all states in a Jewish way, 
and had forgotten that the external power should not be a goal in 
itself but a means of the general defence of the people. The old Moltke’® 
said at the end of his life: “Now we provide for the soldiers only the 
businesses of the stock-exchange”. Thus 1914 became the beginning 
of the stock-exchange-Bolshevist war of destruction against the white 
race with the help of the European peoples themselves. 

From the chaos, however, from need and shame, has emerged 

the racial idea against the international idea. The victory of this ideal 
in all fields signifies the real world-revolution of the twentieth century. 

This racial ideal signifies the recognition of the idea of power and 
yet not imperialism. The first, insofar as the idea of power presents 
nothing else but the expression of the internal racial-national life-will 
and the attempt to fight for its natural self-development, if necessary 
with one’s life. Not imperialism: for, precisely from the conscious 
recognition of the actual personality-worth and of the special character 
of one’s own people - in the wider sense: of the race -, follows also the 
actual evaluation of other genuine racial characteristics. The manner 
and way in which, for example, the 19th century brought to China 



Political Essays 31 

the opium compulsion and conducted exploitation in all parts of the 
world is a crime which can be avenged still in a frightful way. For, 
one who has eyes to see perceives that the yellow and the black races 
can arm themselves for a coming world war. The European states 
have not felt obligations with regard to the other races, but observed 
their colonies mostly from the standpoint of the possibility of 
economic exploitation. Just as the economic leaders did it even in 
Europe and, therewith, prepared the ground for the decomposition 
of the nations. If the racial law succeeds in coming to an outbreak in 
Europe, this will have an effect also world-politically. Germany for 
the Germans, China for the Chinese, that becomes the world-political 

view from the racial conception of the state. The European racial pride 
would not be affected thereby but, for the first time, awakened to 
true consciousness after it has been contaminated up to now by the 
business mentality. For, not unjustly did the cultured man of the East 
often see a barbarian in the European. The realisation of the racial 
idea means therefore: victory of the national consciousness and of 
the idea of the state over economic interests and the race-less financial 
dictatorship of individuals. 

Only from that is produced real striving for social justice. For, the 
latter can be produced and carried out only by the state, which is 
master and not servant; which, further, has grasped that the racial 
work-power and the life-will can be secured and maintained only 
through social justice. Because there has been no real national state, 
therefore all talk of justice on the part of the democratic 
parliamentarians was nothing but lies and deception. For, the 
capitalistic democracy could live only on the misery of the peoples. It 
grew from speculation and corruption, from exploitation and racial 
disgrace. Social justice as the result of the racial idea would mean 
inevitably the death of the Marxist-democratic century. 

A new idea emerges from the darkness and suddenly throws a 
quite different light on the past, present and future. An age sinks 
thereby into chaos and desperation. And new spiritual power rises 
against the chaos. Like a stream does it proceed over the world: from 

the Indian Ocean, over Egypt's deserts and the Turkish Asia Minor, 
there moves a similar spiritual current as has already rushed forth in 
Italy, in Germany and will also find its expansion in other states. The 
phenomenal forms of the racial idea are naturally different. In many 
places it will not be able to be realised clearly through lack of racially 
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adequately strong men. But undeniable is the will to freedom, of the 
self, of the people, of the race. 

From the international bank-state of the Jewish world-stock- 

exchange it is important to release or chisel out one state after another, 
until that usurious structure collapses which sucks the marrow of all 
the nations, and makes its power from the strength of others. 

Weare not dreamers and preach no “world peace”, and no eternal 
fraternalisation. 

But no matter what the future may bring - we strive with all our 
strength for racial internal-political and foreign-political liberation 
from the immoral profiteering-state; liberation of our European racial 
consciousness vis-a-vis the other races of the globe; the victory of an 
aristocratic idea over the sordid commercial mentality of the age that 
passes away at present. That is the world-battle of today, the world- 
revolution of tomorrow, the war of which we do not know when it 

will be ended, which however must be fought through, if Germany 
and the entire old Europe should not decay in the morass as so many 
peoples of ancient history did. 

That however a new conception of the world and the state could 
be born shows that the spiritual powers are still alive in us. It is 
important to listen to them, it is important to strengthen them, till the 

day of victory. 
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“Against the Jewish bank plague”, 

Volkischer Beobachter, 31 May, 1922.”” 

“The present day has accomplished the freedom of the people.” 

Ebert,'* Scheidemann,” Landsberg,” 9 Nov. 1918. 

On 9 November 1918, Marxism and its decades-long champions had 
full power in Germany in their hands. They had an opportunity to 
throw out of the door the exploiting capitalism. It did not happen. 
The opposite has entered: business, manual labour, even the national 
big industries, suffer, decay. The shares of the big and the biggest 
undertakings go over increasingly into the hands of the Jewish large 
banks and the creative capital becomes the slave of the restless, merely 
loaning, high finance. In the place of creative work enters the nation- 
destroying speculation, which prepares the way for the downfall. 

One may take a walk through Munich. New banks and bank 
affiliates shoot forth from the earth in unbroken series. The German 
Bank erected for itself a bank palace and further affiliates in a royal 
palace on Ludwigstrasse. Into the former Odeon Cafe moved the bank 
Hardy & Co. The Bavarian Hypothecated and Exchange Bank opened 
affiliates on Ludwigstrasse, in the Nordendstrasse, at the railway, 

etc. The Central German Bank moved near the Park Hotel. The Bank 
for Trade and Industry (Darmstaedter Bank) opened a new 

headquarters at the Sendlingertorplatz. A Peter Windhauer Bank 
opened at the Frauenplatz and the corner of Goethe and 
Landwehrstrasse. Mr. E. Landauer established himself among others 
on Sonnenstrasse 24. The Munich Bank Union on Sonnenstrasse 4. 

The Union Bank moved among others into Bayerstrasse. The Mozart 
Cafe and the Prince Regent Cafe were rebuilt in order to make place 
for the Jewish banks. On Augustenstrasse new banks have settled, 
on Neuhauserstrasse such a speculation institution opened, at the 

beginning of Barerstrasse emerged the Guth Banking House. And 
near the Wittelsbach palace the Jewish Discount Society builds a bank 
palace. The kings have been driven away, the bank Jews have entered 

in their place. That was the meaning of the criminal deed of 9 
November 1918. The “freedom” of a people was indeed accomplished, 
but not that of the German, but of the Hebrew. The Scheidemanns 

have helped this and still do so. As workers’ leaders! As fighters 
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against capitalism. As in Munich, so the building up of the usury 
network is accomplished all over Germany. The emissaries of the 
exploitative mind penetrate upto the smallest cities, and nobody is 
there who places a powerful word against it! Neither an Ebert nor a 
Wirth”! nor a Scheidemann: one may not cut off the bough on which 
one sits. 

The “German” Revolution, however, has not only set up 

capitalism on the throne of Germany, but also preserved it upto now 
from downfall even abroad through the armaments development and 
the fulfilment policy following from that. In the eyes of the other 
nations the Jewish stock-exchanges appear even today as the saviours 
of fatherlands. 

Germany today, thanks to the opposition of “our” Reich 
government, has already been made so decayed that the bridles may 
be gradually drawn increasingly more tightly, especially when the 
ways of speech of the “pathos of life” and the “work for high human 
goals” find an entry into sick heads. In order to give this new deception 
the appearance of justice and to surround it with a halo of 
“benevolence”, “international loans” are set up in view as a helpful 
act. From New York came Morgan with his right hand, Mr. Cohn, 
along with Otto Kahn (joint-owner of Loeb, Kahn & Co., in which 

banking house Paul and Felix Warburg, brothers of Max Warburg in 
Hamburg are partners), Hermes has spoken in a most humble way 
with the bank lords and declared what the German people will 
experience only later. But Max Warburg has already spoken openly 
at the conference of the German industry on what “America” will 
demand for its “help”: the mortgage of the entire German land and 
soil. He must know it, for it is indeed his partner from New York 
who dictates his orders to Mr. Hermes in Paris. 

The motive reasons of the “help” of the “prominent” banker, Otto 

Kahn, are considered by the Frankfurter Zeitung to lie in the fact that 
the “high-grade liquidity of the American money market, as a 
consequence of gold accumulation and economic depression, has, for 
the first time in American history, bonds in grand style for the holders 
of foreign bonds” (No.384). At the same time it adds that Germany 
will do well “not to raise the German goals too high in the Paris 
Conference”. After all the injuries, the insolent Jewish contempt as 
well! 

In what stipulations the new world-deception of the Jewish world 
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finance is tastefully prepared for the German people plays no role in 
the knowledge that the German people should be used as loan-slaves 
for the entire world. “Reparations” to the west without intermission, 
to the east provision of coolies, in order to support the Soviet Jews 

once again, in order, as Harden-Witowski declared in Yiddish, to 
provide workers, technicians, materials, etc. so that France can be 

rebuilt and the export trade of England and North America can 
flourish once again! That is the significance of the Treaty of Rapallo, 
as a preparation for the international Jewish bank syndicate, to which 
Germany will soon subscribe once again through the Rathenau 
government.” 

Like a monstrous deep-sea polyp, the sucking institutions have 
encircled the entire world with their grasping arms. All “rulers” have 
abandoned themselves to this Jewish monster. The most important 
question of the present day is the battle, the ruthless battle against 
the chaos-producing efficiency of the Jewish high finance. Here the 
German worker must go hand in hand with the German farmer, the 
German entrepreneur. And vice-versa: the German industry must 
perceive that even it is bound to flourish and decay with the entirety 
of the people and has with it the same enemy. The enemy who already 
strangles it ever more strongly if it will not see the chaos in a dividend- 
whirl. 

The “national unity front” of Vorwarts, Germania and the Berliner 
Tageblatt is the most unheard-of lie of the present; there is only one 
front: the unity of all Germans against the international bank plague 
and against the international Jewish Soviet pestilence. 

That is the battle which we write on our flags as the solution, 
from the beginning. Under this flag, the storm troop should and must 
once collect itself for the liberation of the German people. Everything 
which is upright and true will go with us. Victory will indeed remain 

to us! 
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“Self-unmasking of the Jewish defence troops”, 
Vélkischer Kurier, 28 July, 1924.” 

That the entire Social Democracy represents a defence troop of the 
Jewish stock-exchange robbers was proved many times. Even 
evidences from their own mouth are known. But seldom could such 
a self-unmasking have come forth as the Minchener Post did it on 
Friday, 25 July. Under the title, “A powerful plan takes tangible forms: 
two significant Americans in Munich”, it reports that, since 
Wednesday, 23 July, “two American citizens, Manny Strauss and Paul 
Warburg” have been in Munich. Warburg is known as a “big 
financier”, Manny Strauss is a “confidant of American financial 

circles”. And then the “anticapitalistic” paper of Erhard Auer, Wiener 
Blattern, releases a longer report from which it emerges that the two 
American bank-Jews are considered as lords and masters of the Rhein- 

Main-Danube Channel. 
Of Manny Strauss it is explained here that he is “one of the most 

outstanding figures of high finance”, an “inspired finance man’, his 
benevolence is famed, and then it goes on, verbatim: 

“He has in the last years helped to bring into circulation over 
400 million dollars for the most diverse goals through his 
organisational work and his financial relations, he has worked 
for the ranking of entire international loans; the Budget 
Commission, whose first director is General Dawes, has taken 

the works of Manny Strauss as the foundation of the National 
Budget Bill, and incidentally Strauss is known in America for 

the fact that he served with none of these actions any egoistic 
plans, that he himself fed in a great part of his wealth once 
again for benevolent goals. His position in the American 
financial market and his independence with regard to the great 
capitalistic groupings in the United States bring along with it 
that the entire world of international capital values in him a 
selfless adviser and competes for his favours in important 
matters”. 

With not a single word does the Miinchener Post take a position to 
this unashamed flattery and is therewith equally guilty of the intention 
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of the Viennese Jewish paper to raise up the stock-exchange pirate as 
a sort of world saviour. It is done exactly as if the loan-giving is a 
great act of mercy, before which we all should die in thankfulness, 

and not a fine business for that “world of international capital” which 
financed the war and plundered millions of men. The entire cry of 
Social Democracy on the 12 million dead of the world war reveals 
itself here as a big lie, since it defends the beneficiaries of this murder 
of peoples and not only defends, but praises, worships, and implores 

for help! To praise these “selfless advisers” of the stock-exchange to 
us today as inspired, good, dear men, is perhaps one of the most 
insolent farces which one ever performed before the plundered 
German people. 

It is necessary to say a few words on the two Hebrew messiahs. 
Manny Strauss belongs to a family of stock-exchange Jews, of which 
a full series of members possess an ill-famed name, that is, which 
struck gold coins from the misery of the times. First there is Oskar 
Strauss. He was three times American envoy in Constantinople,” 
President of the Chamber of Commerce, and is celebrated as one of 

the “most influential Jewish leaders of modern times”. His brother, 

Nathan Strauss,” was one of the biggest Jewish provocateurs against 
Germany and explained, ina letter to the French envoy in Washington, 
that the enthusiasm for the Entente affair is to be designated as 
unanimous among the Jews. When England had “recognized” the 
Jewish “rights” to Palestine, this Nathan Strauss said, at a mass 
meeting in Carnegie Hall on 24 December 1917, that England has 
fulfilled all the-wishés of the Jewish people. A further American 
Strauss is called Louis as his first name and occupied an important 
observer's post: he was, during the war, “Private Secretary” of the 
Food Commissioner, Hoover. And still another Strauss achieved great 

power in America. He is called Joseph and was nominated at the 
beginning of 1921 as the Chief Commander of the American fleet in 
the Pacific Ocean. Louis Strauss is a Zionist, that is, Jewish racialistic, 

and Joseph Strauss is similarly, as the Israelite (No.5, 1921) proudly 
declares, a “conscious Jew”. According to all this, it is to be supposed 
that Mr. Manny Strauss also is a faithful son of ‘the one who stole the 
eldest’s birthright’.”° On his relationship to the remaining Strausses 
we would gladly know more. It should be still mentioned only that 
in the last cabinet of Poincaré a Mr. Paul Strauss sat as Minister for 
Hygiene, a child of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob formerly sentenced for 
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desertion. Since the Strausses derive from Germany (Oskar Strauss 
was born in Ottemberg), they are perhaps related somehow to the 
Hebrew Otmar Strauss in Cologne, perhaps also also to the Zionist 

lawyer in Munich. 
As one may see, already a single Hebrew family represents in 

miniature a racial union. As regards Mr. Paul Warburg,” it is well 
known that the friend of the former Reich Chancellor Cunon, Max 
Warburg,”* is his brother (before whom even Mr. Ebert takes care to 
bow). The third Warburg, Mr. Felix,” is the son-in-law of Jankel Schiff 

and co-owner of the Loeb, Kuhn and Co. banking house whose 

companion Otto Hermann Kahn (Chevalier of the French Legion of 
Honour) attends at the moment the London Conference in order to 
work as humanitarianly as his comrades on the continent.*° Moreover, 
the director of the A.E.G.,*! Felix Deutsch, is a brother-in-law of the 

O.H. Kahn who has worked energetically for the victory of the stock- 
exchange Entente. During the war, another brother of Max warburg 
worked as councillor of the German Legation in Stockholm; a 
Professor Warburg” sits in the executive committee of the Zionist 
World Organisation ... We have thus even here a remarkable 
distribution of one and the same family. 

In London at the moment the German people are being sold off. 
Their finance as well as communications sovereignty are robbed from 
them in one way or the other, and, in that the stock-exchange Hebrews 

and their slaves carry this out, they hold the life-veins of the Reich in 
their hands. Whereas there in London the railways are being 
determined on, on the continent the hand is placed on the coming 
great waterway. And both times it is Hebrews who, as gold-providers, 
stock-exchange lords, decide on the fate of millions. The Kaisers and 
kings have fallen, the rich sons of the desert have become “lords”. 
And while Social Democracy battles unrestrictedly against Europe’s 
honorable traditions, they lie abjectly in the dust before naked gold. 
That is called ... democracy! 
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“Observations on democracy”, 
Volkischer Beobachter, 19 October 1921.” 

From the country in which democracy has celebrated its greatest 
triumph, and which is glorified by our Jewish defence troops as the 
Promised Land, a voice rang out some time ago to us which exposed 
the democratic intellectual disposition which has already succeeded 
in fine scorn. A newspaper said about American conditions something 
like the following: if someone steals a million he is a financial genius, 
if he contents himself with a half he is counted among the clever 
people. One who absconds with 100,000 dollars is well-to-do, with 

only 50,000 he has been unlucky in business. A theft of 25,000 dollars 
is characterised as an irregularity. One who appropriates 5000 dollars 

commits an embezzlement. One who does the same with 1000 dollars 
is a swindler. One who steals 100 dollars is a common thief. One 
indeed who steals ham or bread is a quite demoralized subject. 

One wished to ignore that we are fully on the way to this 
democratic morality. Has not a Matthias Erzberger™ been celebrated 
as a hero and finance minister, and does he not even continue to live 

as a martyr of democracy? 
* 

From the same country of freedom, America, a significant German 
political writer gives a very instructive statistic. Of the 723 

representatives of the Chicago convention there were among the 
elected: 7 murderers (legally proven), 10 had stood trial for this crime, 

36 sentenced burglars, 3 pickpockets, 7 owners of gambling halls, 2 
bordello owners. If one then considers further that all these however 
are only “petty thefts” (of less than 25,000 dollars), then it can be 
imagined of what sort the remaining “representatives of the people” 
were. And one will also understand why in the United States decent 
men have for the most part increasingly withdrawn from politics. 

* 

What the French Socialist says is also striking: “High capitalism 
has succeeded to form out of democracy the most wonderful, supple 
and powerful instrument for the exploitation of the whole. One fancies 
that the financial people are opponents of democracy: a basic error. 

Rather more are they the leaders and its faithful promoters; indeed, 
one can calmly say: they are the inventors of democracy! For, the 
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latter form the Spanish Wall behind which they conceal their 
exploitative methods and in them they find the best means of defence 
against every possible revolution of the people”. 

These words were written two years before the war. Now it has 
trickled out that this Delaisi was none other than - Gustave Hervé, 
who is the most glowing Social Democrat, French Nationalist, 
defender of democratic France.® If this is right, then one sees that 
insight and character are different things. Then Hervé is, as a man of 

reason, - a man; as a character, - a democrat. 

* 

The sharpest rejecters of the present-day parliamentary idea were 
our greatest men. That is really not to be wondered at, for, the clearer 
a mind is, so much more quickly does it perceive that a purely 
mechanical vote cannot become a method of government, without 
the state suffering from it. Schiller, for example, says: 

“One must weigh the votes and not count them. 
The state must fall, sooner or later, 

If majority triumphs and unreason decides.” 

Goethe maintained that he could not go to parliament: “I cannot 
perspire in boredom: I am always apprehensive of the majority”. 

Bismarck complained to an American friend about the mass 
psychology ina parliament and let fall the judgement which is correct 
once and for all time: “As individuals reasonable, as a mass stupid”. 

“These people cannot rule Prussia, I must oppose them”. In the third 
volume of his Memoirs which appeared recently the concern 
regarding his creation emerges over and over again, since he sees 
that the new Emperor does not wish to take up the battle against 
incompetence and anti-state opinions but strives to satisfy these by 
following in their steps. It has happened as the great man foresaw: 
parliamentarianism triumphed over German culture, Germany is on 
the way towards a life-form in which the demoralisation of the public 
life is raised to a principle. 

* 

The German suffered always from a propensity to 
cosmopolitanism. If this propensity now is strengthened also ina field 
where the most sober representation of interests is in place, through 
rootless principles of faith and phrases that have not arisen from the 
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culture of the people, then this must produce disease. From the 
underevaluation of his national interests then is explained also the 
patience which the German has granted to the Jew and to his 

disintegrating influence. Democratic-Jewish organs could for years 
squirt out unpunished an enervating poison and finally contemn 
publicly the German people. 

The contest in Geneva which once again cuts up a German land - 
Oberschlesien - has once again become a touchstone of how brazen 
the Jewry and - how democratic the present-day German culture has 
become. 

The Frankfurter Zeitung, which pretended to champion a German 
Oberschlesien, and even dealt out a pair of artificial sentences on the 
injustice done to us, recently proceeded in the following manner: 

“We do not speak of individual eccentrics. If such isolated 
cases even now speak of the fact that the whole of 
Oberschlesien should have fallen to us undivided, that is an 

untruth and a political folly. If the total result in the electoral 
territory had fallen out in favour of Poland, then, to be sure, 

hardly a doubt would have existed that Poland would have 
received the whole of Oberschlesien. But that does not change 
anything in the treaty law condition that the peace treaty keep 
an eye on Oberschlesien ...” (15.10.1921) 

Thus: the Entente may break the “Peace Treaty” from day to day; 
for Germany it remains an unshakeable rule! And a “German” 
newspaper explains the demand to get Oberschlesien as an 

“inaccuracy”. 
This Jewish paper conducting high treason against the German 

people has not been forbidden! 
Some time ago it was complained to the Frankfurter Zeitung that 

its conception of “democracy” went so far - as it itself may say - as to 
sacrifice in necessary cases the German people themselves for the 
maintenance of this principle. The honest Jewish paper screams about 
violence and slander. At that time the following passage was thrown 
under its long nose: 

“Granted, that a whole nation makes through the democratic 
system decisions which bring it misfortune; even then the principle 
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is still saved. That is the deepest sense of the democratic idea: 
everybody should bear the same fate.” (4.12.1917) 

This “ principle” misrules today the German people and is worried 
to hell whether it agrees with the democratic decisions in Spa, London, 
Wiesbaden or not. The German people are also not questioned about 
Geneva. 

If anything goes wrong, the new irresponsible people would, with 
God's mercy, come to a repose and hand over the fate of Germany 
into the hands of their leftist brothers. 

The principle has been saved, and the German people will be 
destroyed. Who should not rejoice at that! 
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“Thoughts on the nature of British politics”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 20 February 1926.* 

I 

The treaty of Locarno and the superior form of the leadership of the 
political business on the side of Austen Chamberlain” and Lord 
d’Abernon,* in contrast to the dilettantish conduct of Stresemann,” 
have once again shown the diplomatic capacities of the Anglo-Saxons 
in a clear light. 

Through this new success, the English composure, which already 
began to perceptibly totter, has been re-established and Great Britain 
has achieved a great bloodless victory. For us Germans it is of 
extraordinary importance to become conscious of the nature of the 
British state and the English, so much the more that old views long 
contradicted are still spreading. Already long before the war one 
contented oneself with representing the English as travelling business- 
hungry tradesmen. This view had perhaps here and there a certain 
justification in view of the Stock-exchange friend, King Edward VII,” 
and of the manoeuvers of a part of the British aristocracy. Thereby, 
however, one forgot that, in spite of these appearances, the 

Englishman possesses an uncorrupted uniformly disposed racial 

power bred through the centuries. Along with the Englishman as 
businessman indeed the conqueror has always trod, that has been 
demonstrated only too clearly in the last three centuries. 

A characteristic example of English diplomacy is the Treaty of 
Locarno“! alongside its apparently narrow social accompanying 
phenomena insofar as here the same thing is repeated as in the earlier 
battle of the Anglo-Saxons against the Scots and against the Boers. In 
the course of the 17th century, England defeated the Scots in the 
hardest way. But when the resistance was totally broken, it accepted 
the Scots now become harmless in the most friendly manner, took 
care of their national traditions, allowed the Scots to wear once again 
the highland dress which was earlier punished with imprisonment, 
and in this way tied the Scottish traditions to British politics. 

We see something similar happening with Ireland, though the 
development has not yet proceeded so far that England can be 
magnanimous. Through English pressure, Ireland has become the 
only country in Europe which has not grown in the 19th century. 
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There were in 1821 6,8 millions, in 1841 8,2 millions, in 1911 however 

only 4,4 millions. One has indeed already attempted to introduce a 
milder Irish policy. However, the Irish resistance has not yet been 
cracked to such an extent that they let themselves be taken unresisting 
into England’s tow. 

The Boer War was conducted with severity. Farrer, an objective 

Englishman, admits in his work, The European Policy under Edward 
VIL,” that the proceedings of the English troops against the unarmed 
Boer population were also disgraceful. In the last years of the war 
alone more than 20,000 women and children died in the concentration 
camps. In order to make life on the farms impossible for the Boers, 
the English butchered enormous herds of sheep and threw their 
corpses into the houses. The churches of the Boer cities were burnt 
down, and no parsonage was spared. But when the Boers had been 
battled down, their generals were received in London with 
celebrations and with the highest honours. The Boer national 
traditions were taken care of and recognized, and in 1914 the Boers 

marched on England’s side. 
In 1925 Stresemann as the representative of a Germany battled 

down with all means was received similarly “with honours”. The 
German ambassador could drink from the cup of friendship with the 
British Foreign Minister, and England forced a new colonial people 
into its channels. One now also acknowledges smilingly, in addition, 
that a profiting from a corpse has presumably not taken place but is 
based on a misunderstanding. One would not wish to speak further 
of the question of war guilt, and already “German” newspapers rejoice 
on the “successes” of the German propaganda, without noticing that 
an old English game is being repeated such as has become a firm 
tradition in British history. 

II. 
A very interesting work which goes in an exemplary way into the 
English psyche and the formation of the English ‘type’ is the work of 
Dibelius, England,’ which appeared in its 4th edition some time ago. 

On the side of historical events we see the strengthening of the 
British thought. In the observation of British affairs of the present, 
Dibelius shows himself free of customary democratic terms. 
Noteworthy is the correct idea that the British freedom and the public 
narrowness of British life, on the other hand, are two things which 
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belong fully to each other, for freedom is possible only within the 
type. Through this organically disposed limitation elbow-room is 
given to individualism, on the other hand, however, the danger is 
eliminated that it may destroy the political and social life through 
lack of limitations. The British type was created and perfected in the 
battles of the 18th century and shown the capacity of accepting into 
itself ever new elements of the rising classes, of employing them and 
making them serviceable to the type. On that rests the secret of British 
statecraft and the constancy of British life, something which has 
hitherto been absent in Germany. 

Even the Anglo-Saxon culture, which moreover is not thinkable 
without the German Reformation and Romanticism, has understood 
to unite these two elements from a basically different current to its 
work and to the British type. In this way the British culture became 
not a programme of some parties but a direct confession of faith of a 
great cultural circle. Dibelius says strikingly about this: “Germany 
announced to the world that it wished only to maintain itself, but 
therein the world did not matter, and its battle for existence was 

persecuted with sullen impatience. England, on the other hand, 

ventured out to conquer half the world and declared that it brought 
freedom and peace to the entire world, and the world believed her, 

because it wanted freedom and peace and is used to paying an 
unlimited price for an unlimited good.” 

That the Englishmen are conscious of this and as individuals also 
have the courage to speak out whatever the matter is we see from a 
work of W. Germains which appeared recently in German translation, 
The Truth about Kitchener.“ Kitchener was one of the most brutal and 
significant English personalities of the last decades. He showed the 
organised reverse side of the gracious diplomat. He oversaw as a 
soldier the negro labour, their subjugation and, when necessary, their 
destruction, in order later, after the victory, to leave the friendly smiles 

with warm handshakes to his essentially same diplomatic counterpart. 

Directly on the first page, the English author paints the Englishman 
as a conscious warrior people, the epic of the world-conquering 
Englishman, who, cruel and frightful in war, charming in his virtues 
and fearful in his passions, arrogant, raw and brave at the same time, 
raises his hands in order to conquer kingdoms and continents, who 
carries the Bible and the bayonet from one end of the world to the 
other, converts - and destroys the heathens, covers the seas with his 
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ships, ransacks the world for trade treasures and raw materials, circles 
the globe with outposts and trade stations and thus establishes a world 
empire without a goal or plan and for the most part without conscious 
effort, the creative and ruling impulse of a creative master people”. 
These words contain in a nutshell the history and the essence of 
English politics, and we can only be grateful to this Englishman for 
having expressed himself so openly about his countrymen, so much 
the more that he later confirms that the Versailles Peace Treaty 
contradicts every mode in which England would have to conduct 
itself in accordance with its traditions. 

III. 
Here we reach a point which should not be overlooked in the 
evaluation of the recent English history. If the aristocracy had 
understood in the first half of the 19th century to incorporate a rising 
capitalistic class within its traditions and to place it in the service of 
British culture, it is to be finally traced back to the racial equality of 
the one as well as of the other stratum. Gradually, however, we see 

an entirely different race, at first in drops then ever more strongly, 
moving towards London: eastern Jewish emigrants and Jews from 
Holland and Germany. Money gradually drove out existing 
considerations until, finally, through Edward VII, this business 
attitude was enormously strengthened by the fact that King Edward 
sold baronial titles to Jews and surrounded himself with types such 
as, for example, the Turk Hirsch, the brothers Rothschild, the Cassels, 

Speyers and others. 
Dibelius says quite correctly in his work that already the 

unscrupulousness of Disraeli was felt most painfully by the genuine 
Englishmen, and sees in the fact that a Jewish Viceroy was indeed 
possible in India a doubtful sign. 

Hand in hand with this development goes the parliamentary 
disintegration. Parliamentarianism is not a form of government 

naturally suited to all states, but an “Anglo-Saxon anomaly” 
(Dibelius). And even this functions only because two indispensable 
preconditions were fulfilled: the all-powerfulness of the Prime 
Minister and the two-party system. Thereby, first, the Fiihrer principle 
was preserved and, secondly, a closed, uniformly disposed 
government possible. Further, the system demanded: the nation must 
be uniform, so that no fragment of another nation was contained in it 
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for which its own cultural community was more valuable than the 
state: it could not be divided by faiths. Where strong religious 
oppositions undermine, one’s inner life is wont to have a double centré 

of gravity: in the national and the ecclesiastical realms. In England, 
that reached to the Irish opposition and therefore the “English 
anomaly” was an advantage for Great Britain, until finally even the 
two-party system was broken up. Since here further Jewish capitalistic 
and stock-exchange interests came in, the higher administration of 
Great Britain has, in spite of a strong national culture, gradually been 
more often determined by un-British powers. If, during the war, the 
old national instinct broke through in an unrestricted manner, if we 
saw also Chamberlain once again in the old manner reaching out a 
cup of friendship to the defeated, still this British diplomacy no longer 
stands purely in British services, but also in the service of powers 
which are put together partly from German and Russian Jews. 

IV. 
The complete recognition on the part of an Englishman of the type, 
which strikes every non-Englishman at first glance, gives to the Briton 
nevertheless the feeling of absolute freedom, and it is wrong if one 
represents as hypocrisy opinions from the English mouth which claim 
freedom as the heavenly gift of Great Britain. 

This fact seems especially tangible, as it were, in the recently 
published life-memoirs of Lord Edward Grey, 25 Years of Politics.® 
Over and over again we meet the disarming assurance that England’s 
politics is determined only by humanitarianism, and this in view of 
the even admitted fact of the manner and method of English 
annexations. The fact, for example, that Germany attempted to 
preserve its place in Constantinople and England was turned to 
Germany’s help through the rivalry of France, has disturbed Grey in 
the depths of his soul. According to him, Germany exploited the 
situation basely whereas the English “sacrificed” their material 
interests: “We kept our hands in fact clean and followed the voice of 
the national conscience”. Germany is blamed for not having taken 
the moral issues into consideration. “And this erroneous view of 
humanity in the communication between the nations was what made 
Germany lose the war”. The occupation of Egypt is in the eyes of 

Lord Grey only an act of humanity: “Lord Cromer’s work* was too 
significant for it to be given up without injury to the British interests, 
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even for Egypt it was good from a financial and humanitarian view”. 
Lord Grey relates of the policy in East Asia: England dealt “in a 
chivalrous manner” with little Siam. About Russian diplomacy he 
explains: “The Russian despotism was repulsive for the British 
idealism,” whereby Grey does not forget to inform that the English 
ambassador in Petersburg made bitter complaints about the “lack of 
rights of the Jews”. Grey telegraphed the English ambassador there 
on 1 April 1907: “The threatening rocks in our waters are really the 
conditions in Russia itself. If the ‘Duma’ is dissolved and a regime of 
pogrom and war law is established, the mood here (in London) would 
be very unfavourable.” From these words it emerges that Edward 
Grey was conscious of the rule of the House of Rotschild and his 
comrades in England and that, behind the humanitarian speeches, 
something quite different was concealed. 

This mixture of naiveté and superiority of political purposefulness 
is revealed almost on every side and in every telegram of the former 
English Foreign Minister. Very classic was Grey’s attitude during the 
Morocco affair in 1911. In the pursuit of his “humanitarian” politics, 
Grey did everything apparently to hold peace, in reality however to 
let the oppositions between Germany and France remain or increase. 
In this time-period fall the closest discussions between English and 
French generals. In a letter to Asquith” of 8 September 1911, Grey 
writes: “It would call forth confusion to prohibit our military experts 
from communicating with the French. Doubtless these discussions 
and our speeches have awakened the hope of our support. But I see 
no way out of avoiding it”. These military arrangements extending 
to the war with Germany had naturally to be politically covered 

somehow, and so Grey and the French ambassador sat together and 

composed a supposed correspondence in order to be able then to 

present this at any time as “documentation” for their preparedness 
for peace. Thus, since the Agadir crisis, the military union of London 
and Paris has been demonstrably disturbed. 

This bond was followed by a decisive declaration in 1912. On 24 
September, Grey writes for the assuagement of Russia: “If we take 
part in war, our fleet would undertake just everything possible against 
Germany and help everyone taking part in the war against Germany”. 
“Germany has made known a desire for a union with us, which should 

give it the security that we do not take part in a war against Germany 
under any circumstances. However, we have decided not to tie our 
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hands”. Thus, first, the closest military and political union with France, 

second, the promise of the support for Russia in the war against 
Germany and, third, the conscious refusal of every German attempt 
at an understanding. That was the situation in 1912, that means the 
prepared strategic march to the later war. 

Edward Grey has for several years been suffering from an eye 
infirmity which prevents him from taking cognition of the most 
important recent publications on the question of war-guilt. In this 
way it comes about that he even today takes Iswolsky into protection 
and is concerned to represent him as an angel of peace, whereas 
however the correspondence of this Russian diplomat is available 
today in its text, and it cannot any longer be doubted of a conscious 
intention of leading Russia into the war with Germany. Edward Grey 
lives retired and was even earlier a solitary man who did not come 
out of England. Only during the war did he once visit Paris. So his 
view of the world was limited, all his speeches and letters and even 
his memoirs betray an average mind. Occasionally one has even the 
feeling of a certain inadequacy. 

And yet this not very outstanding man was harnessed to a type- 
forming tradition and represented, as only some do, a piece of the 
old British politics, which glimpsed in the suppression of other peoples 
an act of humanitarianism. Precisely because he was not significant 
as a personality, Grey, as a type of the tradition of his country in 
which we clearly recognize the British nature, British treatment of 
men, and British pursuit of goals, is important. 

V. 
If we ask ourselves how we may conduct ourselves towards England, 
we must be clear of the fact that this English type described above 
has today already been replaced here and there by the Jewish. This 
Jewish business mentality which stands today at the peak in the 
families of the Rothschilds, Mond, etc, without question hinders Great 

Britain from taking up its politics of European balance in the measure 
in which it lies to its own advantage. On the other hand, there arises 
in the whole world a strong resistance against the English world 
empire. It seems to us, as mentioned above, that Stresemann tried 

too early and too cheaply to tie Germany to England, which itself 
needs the present-day Germany as much as Germany an inner 
strengthening and a foreign political cooperation. Through Locarno, 
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Germany has been bound hand and foot and delivered to supra- 
national powers. A release from them and from the Freemasonic 
League of Nations can succeed only in the way of a radical internal 
political revolution. But, in order already to have clarity on certain 
possibilities, the leaders of the nationalistic movements must make 

themselves more precisely familiar not only with the political power 
situation, but also with the territorial political and national 

characteristics of one’s neighbours than the pre-revolutionary, and 
indeed even the November rulers, have done. 

We must be clear of the nature of English politics if we would 
hope to be able to take this at some time into consideration even for 
ourselves. 
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“Jewish Bolshevism”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 26 November 1921.% 

Hardly was “freedom” won in Russia than the children of Israel came 
travelling from all corners of the earth into the new promised land. 
In Moscow and in St. Petersburg there appeared Bolshevistic 

newspapers and journals, trained demagogues entered into the 
workers- and military-councils, heavily provided with money, and 
drove the minds of the Russians, mostly consisting of illiterates, away 
from and against one another. An example: in the St. Petersburg 
Workers’ Council there appeared a person unknown to anybody with 
the name, Steklow. He preached the fall of democracy, world peace, 
promised freedom and bread, and scattered money around him 
generously. Finally he was forced to show his papers: he was called 
Nachamkes and was a Jew. Today he is one of the press dictators of 
Soviet Russia. There have been hundreds of such examples. 

In July 1917 the first blow was struck. The sailors of Kronstadt 
impelled especially by the Jew Roschal sailed up the Neva, set troops 
on the land, drove in tanks through the streets of St. Petersburg and 
shot randomly around. The resistance was successfully suppressed, 
the leaders were imprisoned and the mutineers were interned. But it 
was demonstrated that the Jews had not been sparing with gold to 
their brothers and even accommodated them in the “moderate” 
parties: the leaders of the Socialist revolutionaries and the 
Menschewiks were Bernstein-Cohan, Lieber, Gotz, Dan, Martow- 
Zederbaum, among others. Hardly did Trotski, Kamenew-Rosenfeld, 

etc. sit behind lock and bolt than they were already represented in 
the name of freedom as martyrs of idealism. Lieber and Dan effected 
their liberation through the hysterical weakling, Kerenski® (whose 
police president was the Jew and Zionist, Rutenberg). Thereby 
Russia’s downfall was sealed. Every demagogue could, in the feeling 
of his invincibility, throw aside the final mask. At the end of October, 

on the “Council Day”, the democracy-preparing Bolshevism fell, and 

the bloody Terror had its beginning ... 
From whence did the Bolshevists get the enormous propaganda 

sums of money? The anti-German writers maintain that Lenin and 
Trotski were employees of the German General Staff. But the facts 
are essentially different. The truth is that the Bolshevists were, and 



52 Alfred Rosenberg 

are, delegates of the stock-exchange Jewry of all countries, that it was 
Jewish money which paid for the machine of destruction. Burzew, 
who knows like hardly anybody else the secrets of the Russian 
Revolution, openly incriminates the “German” Jew, Parvus- 

Helphand,” as being the father of Bolshevism in Russia, “Parvus from 

Constantinople, Parvus from Copenhagen, Parvus from Sofia, Parvus 

from Berlin”. 
Trotski and Zinoviev™ travelled with two hundred brothers from 

the New York ghetto to Russia. English officers arrested the entire 
company in Halifax. Then the Washington government intervened 
and forced their release. The “Russian” government let these plague 
bacilli into their land. - The President of the United States at that time 
was Wilson. His right-hand man was the Jew Simon Wolff,” his left- 
hand the Zionist and Chief Justice, Brandeis.*’ Jacob Schiff, the world 

banker, had already in 1904 financed the Japanese war against anti- 
semitic Russia and provided the Russian prisoners of war with 
revolutionary propaganda. Bernard Baruch™ was Wilson’s friend and 
later travelled at the head of many other Jews along with him to the 
“Peace Conference” of Versailles. 

It is beyond doubt who it was who, here too, let loose the Jewish 

rioters on Russia. Henry Ford publishes in his work, The International 
Jew, a letter from official sources which is directed from a certain 

Fuerstenberg to a Mr. Rafael Scholan in New York. It derives from 
Stockholm, and is dated 21 September 1917 (one month before the 
“Council Day”) and declares that a Jewish banking house has 
prepared “an account for the undertaking of comrade Trotski”, 
another gentleman has received ammunition and organised the 
transport of the same ... The St. Petersburg Military Council was now 
provided precisely from Stockholm with enormous financial means. 
Here sat the above-mentioned Fuerstenberg-Ganetzky, - the present 
Bolsevist ambassador in Riga, - he received the enormous Jewish 
finances and distributed them further. 

In this way did the Jewish Bolshevism triumph - with the help of 
an army troop crushed by the war and demoralised by later inactivity 
in the garrisons as well as by propaganda. 

There was hardly an actual Jewish high finance in Russia, as in 
the western countries; but now indeed the Russian national wealth 
passed over into the hands of the Jews and their lackeys. The robbery 
of the treasury-deposits, the “nationalising” of the houses and 
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factories, the house-searches and other repressions, created a new 
stock of gold, jewels and other valuables which were used once again 
for the acquisition of tractable mercenaries and for the propaganda 
of the world-revolution. The robbery of precious items of all sorts 
made it possible for the commissars to buy houses for themselves 
abroad and establish bank credits. 

Therewith, however, since the Russian people did not awaken, 

there advanced, along with the economic restriction, the systematic 
destruction and demoralisation and enslavement of the nationalist 
Russian intelligentsia. Under the guise of avenging past 
mistreatments, the Jewish demagogues instigated the Russian soldiers 
to hunt former officers, bureaucrats, engineers. The frightened 
headquarters of murder was the estate quarter of the now dead 
“commissar for the combating of the counter-revolution”, Moses 

Uritski, at the Gorochowaia No.2 in St. Petersburg. There thousands 

were thrown in and killed without a trial. For the entire north, 

Zinoviev-Apfelbaum, governor of St. Petersburg, Chairman of the 
North Commune and President of the Executive of the 3rd 
International, the same thing as Uritski for St. Petersburg. And Trotski- 
Bronstein brought the blood-intoxication into a system for the whole 
of Russia. 

Every person who is not blinded must have seen that, from the 
first days of Bolshevism onwards, this was a purely Jewish 
undertaking. In 1920, the Englishman, Wilton, travelled to Russia and 
reckoned among around 380 commissars 300 Jews. Today the entire 
list of the tyrants of the Russia is before us. An English work, Jews in 
Russia enumerates for us the present-day rulers, 550 men, that is, and 

in their “official” character. The Central Council of the People’s 
Commissar consists of 3 Russians, 2 Armenians and 17 Jews. In the 

War Commission sit 8 Lithuanians, 1 German, no Russians and 34 

Jews (Bronstein-Trotski, Fischmann, Romm, Meitshik, Lievenson, 

Posern, Goubelmann, Kalmanovich, Beckmann, Glutzmann, 

Zusmanovich, Hirschfeld, Lechtiner, Schulmann, Nasenholtz, Tseiger, 

Zake, Silbermann, etc.). The Commission for the Interior consists of 2 

Russians, some Lithuanians, Armenians, Poles and 45 Jews 

(Apfelbaum-Zinoviev, Goldenrudin, Ender, Foenigstein, Krachmal, 
Schreider, Fayermann, Meynkmann, Model, Josselevich, Schklovski, 

Kneisiss, Rasmirovich, Kronberg, Rywkin, Swerdloff, Tsitkin, 

Blumkin, Fines, Sachs, etc.). The Commission for Foreign Affairs 
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consists of 1 Russian, I Armenian, I Lithuanian, I German and 13 Jews 

(Josse, Margolin, Levien, the “Bavarian” people’s delegate, Axelrod, 
envoy in Vilna, Beck, delegate in Paris and London, along with 

Liebermann, Gruenbaum, etc.). I add further Litwinow-Finkelstein 

in Reval, Gillersohn in Prague. After Schklowski was hunted out of 
Switzerland, the Schermanns in Lucerne, Worowski in Italy, Vigdor 
Kopp, Samuel Reich, among others, in Berlin ... 

Thus does it occur through all the headquarters. The province is 
supervised by 23 commissars, among them 21 Jews (Berlinski in 

Sysrani, Lievenson at the Don, Sackheim in Jaroslav, Isaac Lauk at 

the Donez basin, etc.). It is obvious that the staff which has to 
systematically deceive Russia, the journalists, is almost entirely Jewish. 
The “Pravda” (“Truth”) is directed by Kuhn, Lurie, Diamant, 

Alperowich, Stetlow-Nachamkes, etc.; the “Wolia Truda” (“Will to 

Work”) by Katz, Sachs, Polianski; the “Znamia Truda” (“Banner of 
Work”) by Lander, Levin, Davidson, among others; the economic 

newspapers by Bernstein, Goldberg, Goldmann, Eliassohn, 
Rasalovich, etc. Among 42 press dictators there is only one non-Jew: 
the pathetic Maxim Gorki. Finally, all “Russian” executives consist 
of the Russian-Tartar, Lenin, and 33 Jews (President Swerdlow, 

Abelmann, Gimmer-Suchanov, Bleichmann, Katz-Kamkow, 

Smidovich, Levitski, Goldstein, etc.). 

- To sum up: 34 Lithuanians, 30 Russians, some Armenians, Poles, 

Czechs, and 447 Jews! That is the “Russian” Soviet government. 
Today it is not contested even by the Social Democratic side that 

the stock-exchanges determine the politics of the “big democracies of 
the West”. Now these naive persons cannot imagine how these stock- 
exchange lords, of whom many are Jews, can support and combat a 

“proletariat” revolution at the same time, in that they let the anti- 
bolshevist armies of the nationalist Russians Koltschak, Judienich, 

Denikin and Wrangel be granted all aid. The truth is: if the stock- 
exchange politicians of Paris, New York and London really wanted 
to bring down the Soviet Jews and their terror-regiment, the Trotskis 
and the Apfelbaums would not sit four weeks more in the Kremlin of 
Moscow. But the Russian generals were supported for only as long 
as they had no preponderance over the Red Army, in order to be able 
to conduct the self-destruction of the Russian people with the greatest 
success. 

The end: the finance dictatorship on a plundered half-famished 
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people made helpless: the plan which was thought out and carried 
out in the secret Jewish lodges of London, New York and Berlin, and 

set on the stage by the Soviet Jews with the help of the refuse of all 
peoples! 

Everybody who has seen through the Jewish politics knows that 
Bolshevism is only a means and not an end: a means to the destruction 
of everything that is radically strong, to the demoralisation of peoples, 
to the destruction of the national economy, in order to acquire it later 

in a “legal way” for bread and butter. The democratic republic is 
provided for, indeed the parliamentarian straw puppet monarchy is 
drawn into consideration as a bulwark of the achievements. - Now 
however there comes a moment which the Jew, blinded in the course 

of his entire history by excessive cunning and insatiability, has not 
been able to comprehend: that a bowstring that is overstretched 
breaks. And, in spite of all cruelty, the Hebrew conspiratorial 

murderers will not escape their fate even in Russia. The results will 
play themselves out with natural necessity: a Jewish-sympathetic 
democracy will not be able to hold back the reactionary wave, the 
penal court of the Russian people will soon not tolerate any Jews in 
Russia any longer. 
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“Stock-exchange Bolshevism”, 
Volkischer Beobachter, 10 December, 1921.* 

The Berliner Tageblatt and the Frankfurter Zeitung have had for a time 
official correspondents in the “Mecca of the proletariat”, who, according 
to their own descriptions, are often guests with Trotski, Tschitscherin, 
Radek, etc., and can narrate glorious things about Soviet Russia; and 
indeed so glorious that the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung gave a wink to its 
female colleagues not to make it so striking however and not to print 
immediately all “Bolshevistic laundry-scraps”. Long reports on the 
splendours of the east fill the folds of the “genuine German” tabloids, 
sometimes indeed under the title “A picture of humaneness”! 

Some time ago the Frankfurt Jewish paper was however somewhat 
affected when a letter of Radek-Sobelsohn to one of their editors, Mr. 
Feiler, was published. Later, the poison-squirt admitted that Mr. Feiler 
is a subscribed member of the Social Democratic majority party! Thus 
world capitalism and anti-world capitalism united fraternally in an 
editorial committee! And then a reactionary nationalist clique dares 
to doubt the honourableness of the Marxist battle against the banks 
and the stock-exchanges! 

Now Mr. Radek-Sobelsohn has gone one step further. In No.251 
of the Bolshevist Pravda he narrates openly how and through whom 
the Bolsheviks were got to Russia through Germany. 

Mr. Martow (Zederbaum) came forth - according to this report - 
especially for the passage through. Paul Levi, the well-known 
“German” Communist, was also busily active. The plan succeeded 
and the defender of the Soviet Jews on the German side was Mr. 

Jansen, the one empowered by Parvus, the Social Democrat, 
Bolshevists, and big capitalists with hundreds of millions. For us, 
however, the most interesting thing in the whole affair is that Radek- 

Sobelsohn got into touch with the correspondent of the Frankfurter 
Zeitung whose name he remarkably alleges not to know precisely 
any more, and it was the latter who transmitted the transactions of 

Radek-Sobelsohn to the German envoy in Switzerland! 
In Berlin Parvus and comrades helped Mr. Bethmann-Hollweg ... 
The matters have become as transparent as spider’s webs. Only 

certain people in “responsible offices” seem to have slid their blinds 
over their eyes. 
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“The red and golden International”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 14 January, 1922.° 

All papers bring reports after reports on the events in Washington, in 
Cannes, on the intentions which exist for Genoa. Leading article after 
leading article follow the words of Lloyd George, Briand’s” instigating 
speeches, the presumptions of Lenin and comrades. But almost not a 
single paper dares to mention matters by name. Thereby it is only too 
clear that even a world historical linking is going on, to fight against 
which it lies in the good sense of all administrators of states: the open 
union of the upto now secret co-workers of two large Internationals, 
the Red and the Golden, which are both led by Jewish world finance. 

The last three members for the union are: Washington, Cannes 
and Genoa. 

For years people have been working to support the Soviet 

government of the Moscow Jews through self-destruction. When the 
hunger crept up finally to the Red Army and the commissars, they, 
that is the Hebrew world press, were able to report of the “Russian 
misery”. All capitalistic states sprang to the help of the “anti- 
capitalistic” Moscow government; large committees arose in Berlin, 
London and Paris; and New York granted - without any condition - 
four million bushels of wheat for the immediate support of the Soviet 
government. 

In Washington it was explained that “Russia” would be invited 
to the next international congress. This has happened, and Lenin, 
Trotski, Litwinow, or any other rogue will sit with the representatives 
of the international states at a single transaction table. 

For months the Berliner Tageblatt and Frankfurter Zeitung have been 
bombarding the German public with long essays of their special 
correspondents from Moscow. The Jewish-"ruled” Russia is praised 
in full tones. The Frankfurter Zeitung, for example, describes with great 
love the recently held ninth Council Congress. It speaks of the Jew 
Rakowski as a “spirited fellow”, reports of the “winning attitude” of 
Janukidse, of the “learned head” of Riasanow, etc. Of the sentries it is 

said: “The young Red Guards take their task seriously, but are, when 

they examine one’s cards, not niggardly with the “Paschalsta” 
(“Please”), the most representative word of the markedly Russian 
courtly culture which rings in one’s ears at every step”. 
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The Berliner Tageblatt enthuses about Trotski’s “broad will”, the 
“Odyssean spirit” of Radek-Sobelsohn, “which struggles with all the 
political powers of the world” for the “unbroken personal idea of 
power of the Soviet”. Trotski has the “strongest temperament”, is 
“the most will-driven Faust, the freest will of his circle”. He provokes 

“patriotic” acclamations. The Jewish stock-exchange papers revel in 
pleasures. “Will the powers of the West show sufficient generosity to 
treat the Bolsheviks as equal representatives and recognize the 
political demands of Soviet Russia? Will Lenin and comrades 
overcome their fear of organised capitalism? - it is perhaps a question 
of high capitalism in pure culture”. “Russia belongs to the co-operative 
relations of England and France...” (Frankfurter Zeitung, No. 19). The 
organisation of the “European economic conference” apparently 
“publicly decisively” depends on the Russian attitude, whether it 
wishes to make “the rebuilding of Russia taken into view” in Cannes 
“for the goal of the general European restoration”. 

In Cannes, according to the Frankfurter Zeitung, “the idea of 
international solidarity obtained a triumph”. That is true. And that 
also the stupidest people may understand of what sort this 
“international solidarity” is one may read the following remarks of 
the Berliner Tageblatt (No.13) on Lenin’s speech: 

“The game between Russia and the rest of the world is being 
played out increasingly more finely and complicatedly - it is 
played out more closely!” 

Thus Soviet Russia’s “battle” against the capitalistic West is - a 
game. And a very close game. It should be called - cooperative game! 

Cannes is now put down as the success of German politics. If the 
German people have at any time been lied to from top to bottom it is 
with this opinion. Capitalism, in “pure culture”, has laid out firmly 
its marching route; the syndicate for the plundering of all European 
nations, in the first place Germany and Russia, has been as good as 
founded. Trotski designated the “United States of Europe as the 
foundation for the United States of the World” as the goal in war and 
revolution. The same thing is demanded by all Jewish newspapers. 

The most monstrous world deception is now approaching its 
culmination. 
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“Stock-exchange and Bolshevism”, 
Voélkischer Beobachter, 18 June 1925.* 

We must once again go into the connection between the Jewish stock- 
exchange politics and the Jewish Bolshevism, for the present-day 
world-situation forces us repeatedly to direct our sight to the most 
thoroughly carried out conspiracy of world history. It has already 
gone almost so far that the newspapers of the Jewish high finance 
feel so secure of their mastery that they already wear their Bolshevist 
sympathies openly before the eyes of the “bourgeoisie” who have 
been democratically destroyed and corrupted in an insolent way. 

Recently Trotski has, as is well-known, been nominated as the 

leader of the Licence Office in Soviet Russia. This nomination, after 
the apparent battle between him and the other Bolsheviks, has 
astonished many, though it signifies nothing further than the 
consequence from the bitter knowledge that, if the entire comradeship 
for the destruction of the Russian people should be maintained, inner 
dissensions must cease. 

The all-Jewish Berliner Tageblatt (No. 276) writes about the “true 
much-tested circle”, full of love and understanding for this instinct 
of self-maintenance: “One underestimates the effect and depth of the 
solid camaraderie which binds together the present-day leaders of 
the ruling parties, in spite of their Leninistic hardness against one 
another. One does not think enough of the cleverness of their will to 
existence, in that one wishes to think only of the ruthlessness and the 

enormity of this will. As Zinoviev has in spite of everything not fallen, 
Trotski has been incorporated once again and a common spirit and 
will which is characteristic of them is uncrushed and unwearied”. In 
the evaluation of Trotski’s new position, the correspondent of the 

Berliner Tageblatt says that, if Trotski has already unconditionally 
explained that he will work further “at his job”, that underlines only 
the “praiseworthiness of his renunciation”. All who expected 
something else did not sufficiently value the “ goodwill for the political 
phenomenon” which he serves: “Certainly it is that Trotski’s 
appearance in the Council of Dschersinski also shows in this direction 
that now, slowly but surely, the freeing of those powers will begin 
whose indispensability the party no longer doubts to evaluate after 
so many assurances for months”. 
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And so the all-Jewish stock-exchange paper comes to the 
conclusion that Trotski will enter into direct relations with the 
“bourgeois capitalists”, that he will accept the basic help of foreign 
countries in order to make Russia “independent”. And then the 
Berliner Tageblatt explains: “The nomination of Trotski to this position 
shows that the conception that only technical functions have been 
assigned to him goes too far”. 

Thus there rests in the “strong individuality” (Trotski) the decision 
to let in foreign licensees, in other words the deliverance of Russia to 
the Jewish high finance. And in order to just emphasize also that the 
Jewish economic dictatorship is directed even internally, the Berliner 
Tageblatt reports in the same issue: “ Now Mr. Scheinmann has become 
the leader of the Internal trade committee. After, in the past years, 
around 250,000 private economic existences disappeared, few new 
private initiatives manifest themselves as yet. With reason. Even Mr. 
Scheinmann, who as the leader of the state bank has presented himself 
as an excellent businessman in the widest sense of the word, will 
know why he waits so cautiously”. 

Therewith the Jewish financial dictatorship is blamelessly 
confirmed by the Jewish Berliner Tageblatt, and the announcement 
recently repeated in the same paper, that the Jew, Julius Klein, in the 

United States controlled at the same time the entire internal and 
foreign trade of the Union, has been supplemented in the most 

effective way. 
In view of these facts, one must always, when one speaks of France, 

England, Russia, the United States, etc., understand thereby not only 

the so-called “national powers” but also the Jewish high finance and 
its politics. Against these stock-exchange people no word is sharp 
enough, for, to their fingers is stuck today the blood of twelve million 

men of the white race, and instead of honour-conscious men in all 

nations taking up the battle against the world pestilence, the Jewish 
bankers are received as kings, sent as representatives of the states to 
international conferences and given out as friends of the rulers. 

Against this betrayal of the whole world is directed the National 
Socialist movement, and every one has the duty not to stop until the 
battle has ended with the victory of the German people over their 
enslavers! 
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“National Socialist efforts in France?”, 

Volkischer Beobachter, 25 February 1926.” 

The French Fascists have in the last months developed a great 
commotion and been concerned to found workers’- and student 
groups in the metropolises of France. In their daily newspaper, Le 
Nouveau Siécle, the basic political views of the new movement (that 

is, of Georges Valois)” have also been continuously presented. Now, 
it is remarkable what a basic accord there is between the German 
National Socialism and the French Fascism. We learn that the new 
political idea of the German future consists in a synthesis between 
Nationalism and Socialism. Both these movements have been falsified 
in the course of the decades and are now to be purified of the slags. 
To precisely the same results comes also the French Fascism. In a 
series of essays, “Nationalism and Socialism”, Valois treats the 

problem indeed thoroughly. He sees both in Nationalism and in 
Socialism movements which have arisen from the same cause: namely, 
from the attempt to renew the social foundations once again which 
were destroyed by the individualism of the last century. Nationalism 
placed the emphasis on its efforts with regard to the population, which 
was deracinated by the finance- and business-internationalism, 
whereas Socialism was based on the worker- and peasant-families 

which were brought close to destruction by the social individualism. 
This would have been the moment to unite both the great movements 
and precisely at this moment they entered into a deep enmity towards 
each other. One may speak now of social nationalism or of national 
socialism which is the soul of different cities, especially of Paris. From 

this sphere also did he, Valois, come. He writes: 

“The earlier withdrawal from the fatherland on the part of 
Socialism and the fear of the social movement among the 
Nationalists is the great drama of the century that must be 
ended. How and why did it begin? First, thanks to the German 
socialism which brought, in place of a national Socialism, a 
doctrine which detached it from every nation and led it to 
internationalism”. “Marxism has made every social unification 
impossible. To this basic internationalism Nationalism has 
entered in strongest reaction against every form of socialism”. 
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In this way ever stronger battles came about and, thanks to the 
fact that the worker had to battle for his necessary life support 
in all states, Marxism has obtained its successes. But, compared 

to this success, Nationalism has become increasingly ossified. 
Thereby precisely it should have taken the defence of the 
workers’ interests into its hands. “It is much more important to 
protect the blood of the workers, and the workers’ families, 

than the wares which these families must produce. If this 
operation had been effected, the union between Nationalism 

and Socialism would have been realised already a long time 
ago.” “It is today not necessary to replace a movement by 
another. It is necessary to carry out the union and to set it up in 

such a way that this operation becomes possible”. 

If one examines the causes of the withdrawal of the working class, 

one can trace back the development of internationalism to a wounded 

patriotism. “The worker does not carry his fatherland with himself 
in his briefcase. His fatherland is not uprooted with him. Through all 
the acts of his being he is bound to it. A bourgeois can change his 
skies and solve all problems through a cheque-book. Not so the 
worker.” This apparent division in the nation became the cause of 
the hatred of the worker. Within the industrial age the worker felt 
himself already maimed by the economic powers, divorced from his 
family and his friends, saw himself sacrificed. The worker had lost 
the bond to the nation. But he was not a homeless person, rather, he 
was violently divided from it. What wonder that he considered it as 
a stepmother. 

“Only through a new organisation of production which tears itself 
away from the economic anarchy can the social problem of the 
worker’s family be solved. But one must know that one does not 
improve anything in this direction if one is not led by the striving for 
social justice.” “A great problem has in this way been offered to the 
whole of Europe which seeks passionately for new creations. The 
collapse of the political, economic and social Liberalism, which 
defeated itself in the course of the 19th century, has come to an end. 
There are three candidates for the inheritance: 

1. Capitalism, organised and led by a bank-governorship; 
2. Communism; and 
3. Fascism. 
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As regards the first, one does not have to look beyond one’s 
borders to see that it is France which is ruled by it. 

Under the name of parliamentary democracy we have the rule of 
the financial powers led by the bankers. There is nothing more base 
than the tyranny of money. Experience shows that this regime 
however is the most inefficient of all”. 

Communism now advances Marxism and only in Fascism does 
Valois see the salvation of France. 

As one sees, we find here an astonishing similarity with that which 
we have been teaching uninterruptedly for five years. However we 
may stand with regard to France - the foreign policy of France will 
perhaps not change - one can only give expression to one’s satisfaction 
about the fact that the world-plague of Marxism and of the world- 
decomposing capitalism have been finally recognized. But one thing 
is lacking to the French fascism: the statement regarding the Jewish 
finance capital and of the Jewish-led Marxism does not come to their 
lips. It speaks in one place indeed of German Marxism, and has 
therefore not been free for a long time to grant honour to the truth. 
We find, indeed, in the central organ, discussions with Marsal, the 

Jewish former Finance Minister of France.*' And in the committee 

which has to lead a prize essay of a fascist hymn sits among others 
also the Jew Benoit. Under these circumstances French fascism can 

mean precisely such a stroke in the wind as so many other well-meant 
movements. Even of Freemasonry I have not upto now, in my constant 

study of the Nouveau Siécle, found anything. Basically the question 
has been correctly posed, but French fascism has not however gone 
into its essence and final causes. 
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“An antisemitic International?”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 14 April, 1921. 

The idea of an Antisemitic International has been discussed in diverse 
ways for the defence against the Jewish organisation. The leaders of 
the individual national groups should apparently unite to a “Great 
Council”, from which all measures must be uniformly directed. This 
apparently very attractive idea is to be rejected in this form. It is natural 
that the antisemites of France, England, Germany, seek closer 
attachment among themselves, but never should we direct the 

emphasis to a still degenerate international organisation. The Jewish 
plague will be thrown off in every nation either from inside, on the 
basis of a closed and secluded measure, or through attacks from 
outside. The first case would indicate the vital power of the people, 
the second - lack of character. 

Foreign unions can be for us only measures of help, never a factor 
which we take into our reckoning. We have either have a belief in 
ourselves or we do not. To put our hopes in French antisemites means: 
to revive the old unhealthy belief in foreign nations. In the final 
analysis, it remains a matter of indifference if the German worker 

believes Monsieur Blum® or Monsieur Longuet, or the German 

antisemite the lords of the “Vielle France”. 

In the judgement of every view, it is a matter of indicating where 
its centre of gravity lies. This direction determines finally also the 
means and goal of an intellectual movement. Antisemitism as the 
negative side of the reconstruction of the German house (the removal 
of a heap of rubbish, as it were) can come only from the viable national 

culture alone, and must be determined similarly in its measures, and 
in the results to be striven for, towards the interests of the German 
culture. 

The power of the Jews has always rested on a deception. In the 
darkness of the secret societies, under false names in the press and in 
literature, as anonymous owners of all telegraph offices and as equally 
anonymous believers in the government, its power lasted precisely 
so long as the belief of the exploited people in its facade of lies was 
present, or until it, insatiable by nature, showed its face too openly. 
Once recognized, every nation has brushed aside the stupid-cunning 
infiltrator with a movement of the hand. In a few days did King 
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Manuel of Portugal ship out his Jews. In a short time, Ferdinand of 
Spain put 300,000 Hebrews out of the country. Philip the Handsome 
of France did the same, the larger cities of Germany similarly. It is 
characteristic of the Aryan that he often carelessly wanders to the 
edge of a precipice. He often looks up to the clouds and, in the 
meantime, lets his pockets become empty. However, if finally the 
greedy usurer grasps the flower in his hand, awakening, recognition 
and a reckoning come over the guileless wanderer (Drumont). 

The Jew is in every respect far inferior to us. He gluts himself on 
our generosity as the ivy with thousand roots sucks into an oak-tree. 
An energetic operation will be brought about with natural necessity 
even in our age. It is important only to look further, to create an 
impersonal restriction which prevents the parasite from being able 
to put forth roots again. 

Self-confidence, belief in oneself, a pitiless sense of truth and 

courage of convictions: those are the corner-stones of our battle. The 

point of departure and goal is the German national culture. Everything 
else is a means of help and can never determine the direction of our 

activity. 
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“The German Idea”, 

Voélkischer Beobachter, 22 October, 1921.° 

If one lets oneself be determined only by reason, then one must come 
to the conclusion that, for the German people, there is no more 
salvation, that it will inevitably be driven into chaos and lets itself be 

driven there. Since the time Mr. Miiller signed the “Peace” in Versailles 
with his feather pen, all Germans must have known that there, in 

Paris, our complete enslavement was decided upon, that, after this 
blank full authorization, one oppression after the other would follow. 

But the German people, instead of already setting a firm and 
determined defence against the first attempt, allowed that ever new 

demands would be signed, of which the signers themselves knew 
that they were not performable. But in order to push aside the mischief 
somewhat, one parliamentary minister after the other prostrated 
himself. Germany delivered and delivered, it disarmed itself 

completely, it let itself be bled economically. The moral power of 
resistance decreases from day to day, and if the last tests will come 
which the people in Geneva wish to impose on us, many will have 
only turbid thoughts of it. 

One quarrels with one another for ministerial positions. Exhausted 
parliamentary souls haggle for concessions to their vanity. The 
majority Socialists continue to conduct their demagogic game by 
nature and profession in the most shameless manner and the 

democratic papers let the Germans place their hope on England ... 
“There has not yet been a German state”. This troubled recognition 

was expressed by Lagarde™ several times in the eighties. It was 
unfortunately true. 

Of “German breeding and custom” earlier certainly only Walter 
von der Vogelweide® was able to report. Even German emperors and 
kings felt themselves as opposed to Italians, German handicraftsmen 

and peasants were proud of their home city and hearth. But 
nevertheless the entire Middle Ages was informed by the idea of a 
world religion and a world empire. The dream of the Holy Roman 
Empire moved the emphasis of German life far more southwards than 
the Alps. - Slowly the national states released themselves from this 
great, but unnatural idea. Slowly the mother tongue replaced the Latin 
in public life. At the beginning of the 19th century the last spangles of 
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the Holy Roman Empire fell. Germany sifted itself out. Bismarck 
created a new Empire. 

It does not diminish in any way the great deed of Bismarck if one 
must today establish on the ruins of his work that even the 
Bismarckian state did not yet rest on German foundations. Bismarck 
was alone, the German people did not do its duty to itself. It grew 
materially but did not renew itself inwardly, but paid increasingly 
more attention to foreign ideas hostile to it: the politics of the Centre 
party, of Marxism, was not attacked, the Jewish stock-exchanges - 
supported by foreign countries - gained in power, the un-German 
Roman law stunted the German development. Under the slogan of 
“freedom”, the freedom was granted to all speculators to cheat the 
Germans of their freedom. That the German people let itself be given 
all this is its fault - which it has to recognize. 

Now the German Reich of 1871 has been broken to pieces, and 
parasites and hyenas of the battlefield salvage only what they can 
carry out. The German people lets itself even now to be contented 
with even this! 

And yet: one who considers the present-day life not only from 
the point of view of reason, but attempts to feel whether even now 
new growing powers that are already germinating are not at work, 

should have the unshakeable confidence that an inner reversal is being 
prepared. 

For the first time in the entire German history emerges the 
awareness that the national culture in its heights and hidden depths 
must be the original font of all life-forms. Never has such an effort 
gone through the people to free itself from the hard crusts of an 
outmoded tradition alien to its nature, as today. 

A religious effort has set in which recognizes all the Old Testament 
Jewish rubbish as a form not proper to us, which is concerned to 

distance the slags of the centuries even in the more recent traditions. 
In art, one goes back over the technological modern to the original 
sources. There, there are many stillnesses in the country whose time 
will yet come. Against the humanitarian and realistic education one 
instinctively demands a German education. Already the lively strife 
regarding this question is a sign of life. The Roman law has been 
recognized as what it is: a formula-filled phenomenon, a falsification 

of feeling, a protection not of the exploited but of the selfish, but above 
all an institution which drags with it too much abstraction, without 



68 Alfred Rosenberg 

revealing a natural judgement, without even being a representative 
of German culture at all. 

Never have these questions be thrown up so basically as today, 
in the hour of the collapse. One who answers them for himself does 
that also for hundreds of thousands. 

We maintain: ideas and ideals have lasting worth only then when 
they illuminate not only the past, but when they reveal for the future 
a force of faith. But ideas and ideals can be really fruitful only then 
when they emerge from the most noble national culture and strive 
even further for the clarification, strengthening, defence, and 
realisation of this national culture. 

In this question there are no if’s and but’s. If someone comes to 
these principles with cosmopolitan, international or - as many prefer 
to say - universal, neo-buddhistic, anthroposophic ideas, then we 
refuse. Everything which makes us weak national culturally must be 
left aside; everything which is hostile to us must be combated. “Only 
he deserves freedom as well as life who must conquer them daily”. 

If many prepare quietly for themselves the new age of a national 
Great Germany, we, the National Socialists, wish to be its battle-troop. 
We know that the German idea is a power, we know however also 
that we are surrounded by enemies and blinded national comrades. 
Therefore we should learn to love and to hate, therefore we must 
also become a physical power. An idea behind which the will to carry 
out the same also does not stand has its reward therein. It shows 
thereby that it possesses no inner power. 
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“National-Socialism”, 

Volkischer Beobachter, 28 July, 1921. 

On a mountain the knight with his serfs built a defiant castle. Around 
this collected protection-seeking settlers; houses were built, ramparts 
and walls were erected, graves dug. There existed a community 
between knights and citizens: individuality and a common life. 

From the complex of small houses there struggles up the sky- 
grazing cathedral. A great artist has designed it. Thousands have cut 
out the stones, hundred thousands have offered values for it and then 
performed worship: personality and racial soul. 

The feeling or the recognition of the economic and intellectual 
community of a national whole, the acknowledgement of the ordering 
of the individual in the whole, is called today National-Socialism. 

There have been class wars so far as we can follow history into 
the past. Already many nations have perished in them. There have 

been class wars even in the German past and they will also not 
disappear in the future. That, in general, there exists war is not a 
misfortune. But in the observation of a phenomenon of life it is also a 
matter of our spiritual attitude to it. If we acknowledge a nation as 
something corporeal, then we shall attempt not to strengthen 
artificially the natural battle of individual parts of the same, but to 
give it forms which breed and fortify each of the parts more highly. If 
I take a stand only on the immediate goals of one of the battling parts 
then, before long, a sickening of the whole must set in which weakens 

the body and, indeed, can cause its death. 
The age of the machine brought life-conditions with it which 

created the ground for a doctrine which in its logical execution 
signifies the disintegration of entire nations: Marxism. No nations, 

no states, only classes: a world-view which stands far below that of a 

Zulu, but which signified for the victims of the machine, the industrial 

worker, an idea, even if a hazy one. The tradition-less proletariat torn 
from the soil, alienated from Nature, entered into world history. The 

fact of being delivered to a brutal power which he understandably 
saw embodied in the employer - he could not observe the bank master 
standing behind the latter - could not let his instinct come into play 
and see in the latter a comrade of the people. It is not the fault of the 

worker if he lay under the seductive enticements of the erica 
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Jewry! It is the fault of the German intelligentsia! 
The Fichtes and Arndts seem to have died out. Intellectual, nature- 

alienated scholars studied with a blue pen in their hand the thick 
writings of Marx and comrades, drew connecting lines between their 
nebulous ways of speech, Kant and Goethe and Indian philosophy, 
drew the arisen Jewish genie from the bottle and made Marxism 
socially feasible. Other professors, and not seldom Lutheran pastors, 
had their ‘mastership of lodges’ and spoke in secret lodges on 
“humanity”, on “freedom, equality and fraternity”. Great parts of 
the German people who had to recognize the growing process let 
themselves be embittered by the enormous Marxist propaganda and 
strengthened at the same time their class standpoint. In this way the 
German people split asunder. 1914 however showed that, in all 
Germans, a spark was still alive which must have slumbered in 

everyone, in order to be able to blaze up to such a holy flame. But the 
decades did not remain without effect. Representatives of the people 
silenced for a short time soon entered in anew and once again the 
mind was turned to a direction which finally produced the collapse 
of 9 November. The belief of battling for a good thing was taken from 
the German and in him was called forth a belief in phrases and ideas 
which were nothing but the vicious weapons of our enemies. The 
German people should never forget the names of the men who spoke 
to them, in their fateful battle, of “international solidarity of the 
proletariat”, “federation of nations”, “world conscience”, etc! 

The misfortune came and therewith the bitter disappointment. 
Nothing is more unjust to us than the complacent feeling of the 

German nationalists that the workers had seen into the stupidity of 
internationalism and become finally partially “reasonable”. These 
masters should rather strike their breast and ask themselves what 

they have done to strengthen the national feeling of the German 
worker! Have they gone to him, have they given him intellectual 
nourishment, enlightenment, or have they handed him over to 

confirmed propagandists and Jewish seducers? Have they considered 
the worker as an equally valuable comrade of the people, or have 
they not all too often evaluated him as a man of second or third rank? 
Have they at least in their own class represented the worth of their 
people strictly, or have they not married daughters of Jewish bankers 
and infected German culture? 

The recognition of their guilt with regard to the German people 
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has come to many individuals among the Conservatives, but by no 
means to the national “parties”. They are characterised even today, 
in contrast to the “Socialist”, as “bourgeois”, and the attempts of the 

German nationalists to win the workers through a pair of old master 
bakers is a hopeless undertaking. So long as German Conservatism 
does not lay aside publicly and honestly an admission of [war-]guilt 
and powerfully take up the battle against the Jewish and judaised 
parasitism outside and within its ranks and for German life and 

interests in an all-embracing sense, so long will it not attract to its 
ranks a single handicraftsman. As Social Democracy, so too the 
Conservatives have to drag a hard chain of class tradition. They have 
lost the justification to be leaders, they must first win that. 

For this reason is a new movement necessary which considers 
the entire German people as an indissoluble unity, which does not 
recognize any class oppositions within the people, for which the 
national is point of departure and final goal, which strives for a natural 
economic order in place of the present-day parasitical alien blood- 
sucking. The union of all truly creative persons, whether worker, 

student, officer, bureaucrat, artist or scholar of German blood and 
spirit, the collecting together of all active, daring warriors for a Great 
Germany from all strata of the German people - that is today called 
National-Socialism. 

It will become the defiant castle around which the other Germans 
can build their houses. That is the way of the future! 
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“The state of the Teutonic order”, 

Speech held at the Marienburg Castle, 27 April, 1934.” 

If a National Socialist speaks in the Marienburg, that means honour 

and obligation. Honour because therewith a connection to one of the 
greatest accomplishments of the German national culture is expressed; 
obligation because through a speech in the great Refectory of this 
castle the task is given to us to comprehend the secret of the success 
of the Teutonic Order and to bear the new awakening will-to- 
formation into the future. 

* 

The word ‘Marienburg’ conjures up before our eyes those times of 
the German past when Emperor and Pope lay in the hardest feuds 
with each other or in armed common crusades and continually drew 
new knights out of Germany in order to pursue the imaginary system 
of a world empire and to accomplish a mastery over Jerusalem. And 
yet: at the same time as Friedrich II, the Hohenstaufen,® seemed to 

be sunk in dreams of world power, there arose under his hand the 

first new state system of Europe, the Sicilian royal empire. Nearly 
independent of church theories the great Hohenstaufen founded here 
a state closed within itself and formed a fine-nerved organism on 
principles whose greatness we understand only today when we see 
how much the idea of the state, based on itself, contradicted all 
mediaeval church political values. At the same time there operated 
along with Friedrich in the deep south a knight who belongs to one 
of the greatest statesmen of German history, who understood that 
even the power of the German Emperor could be maintained in Italy 
only if the core of Germany possessed a real security against the 
inward pressing powers of the east. And so there arose in the mind 
of Hermann von Salza® the idea of a widening and securing of the 
German living space. That which Heinrich der Loewe” had attempted 
to carry out against Barbarossa” found statesmanly-formed shape in 
the first great leader of the Teutonic Order, who first built up the 

castle country in Hungary and then however found his chief task in 
the east. 

Later centuries brought many things to Germany, much had to 
be given up, could be given up without the life core itself being 
affected; but the core lands of the new colonisation of the German 
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east which represented for the coming centuries the precondition of 
German life in general and has remained upto the present the 
nourishment foundations of the German nation were not to be given 
up. In view of this great gratitude connected with that which the 
present-day Germany owes to the Teutonic Order, we think, filled 
with reverence, of all the warriors who followed the call of Hermann 
of Salza, above all of the silent Hermann Balk,” true to his duty until 
death, who spent his entire life in relentless striving for every foothold 
of the new land and, during a travel back home, died a short time 

after the death of Salza as a faithful servant of his master. 
We think of the later rich age, when, with the consolidation of the 

power of the Teutonic Order, in spite of many revolts of the subjugated 
and many particularist currents in the newly founded cities, the central 
power however flourished increasingly higher until, under Luther 
of Brunswick,” a high-point of power, of wealth, was attained and 
the present-day Marienburg was created as a symbol of this 
development of power. 

In those days, world-politics was conducted from the Marienburg, 
from the Marienburg there radiated a German will-to-power into other 
lands, and knightly figures were drawn from many states in order to 
place their desire for adventure and their will to formation in the 
service of the Teutonic Order. 

Until however, finally broken, surrounded by enemies, but also 

through the betrayal of a group, the hard hour of Tannenburg arrived. 
Precisely in these dark days, however, was the greatest man of all 
gifted to the Teutonic Order, a personality from whose strength of 
character the Teutonic Order and the German youth even today must 
create new energies. 

When everything seemed lost, there set himself firmly in 
Marienburg Heinrich of Plauen.” Regardless of all calls to doubt, fully 
independent, with the firm will to die in the castle of the Order or to 
win, this great man held the fortress and saved the Teutonic Order 

once more from a fatal clasp. After this great deed however, in view 
of the death of the most vigorous knights at Tannenburg” with the 
brave Ulrich von Jungingen” at the top, the powers of the Order were 

exhausted. The Erzberger of this period, Marshal Kiichmeister,” 
ensnared through diplomatic skill the great Heinrich of Plauen and 
this betrayed great man had to spend 15 years in prison, without 

being able to dedicate his strength once again to the great work. 
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It will be the task of a German school-instruction to firmly root in 
the souls of the coming generations not only the great kings but also 
to describe with vivid warmth the figures of the Teutonic Order to let 
the great men of the past become influential for the present. And this 
duty of gratitude of the German nation is true above, all of, the two 
great men at the beginning and at the end of the Teutonic Order: 
Hermann of Salza and Heinrich of Plauen. 

* 

It is a wonderful and deeply significant destiny that we in the 
present period of need and great striving go back to the foundations 
of German life, that we do not let ourselves stop any more through 
theoretical doctrines, intellectual constructions, of state and life, but 

that this crust once formed by them is broken through, that the 
German man henceforth more alertly follows his most personal 
instinct and obtains once again the confidence for the power of 
formation of his original will. For, it has already become clear to 
millions that the new state political idea and the social life-form that 
is developing from it is determined by other impulses than earlier, 
that instead of merely artificial constitutions a living human 
relationship has entered. 

When the late Roman state approached its end, Germanic tribes 

pressed in from all sides, not so much with the conscious will to 

destroy the Roman Empire as, rathermore, to let the surplus powers 
work themselves out, to create land for themselves for new necessities 
of life. Imperceptibly, however, the entire state idea of late Rome was 
changed radically by the Germanic princes and regents, even not on 
the basis of a prepared plan, but as the consequence of a character 
expression, definite of course but nevertheless more unconscious. 

Even the late Roman state was still an extraordinarily fine 
structure, a model of a bureaucracy developed to the last detail. From 
top to bottom, the self-expressing central state-will worked nearly 
automatically from Rome, and the entire enormous bureaucratic 
hierarchy was a body, even if not still mobile, still also, in the later 
period, influential and indestructible from the outside. 

The Germanic princes and their dynasties did not however 
establish their seat in the cities, that is thus, not in the central places 
of the Fureaucracy, but divided the land up. In North Italy, a third of 
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the land became East Gothic, in Spain and other countries two-thirds, 

and more, Germanic. There were formed then around the courts of 
the Germanic nobles and princes new central points of life, the cities 
were disburdened, the bureaucratic apparatus proved itself to be for 
the most part superfluous, and there arose almost automatically 
planned the feudal constitution of the early Germanic Middle Ages. 

There was realised as the idea of the state not an impersonal 

bureaucratic hierarchy, not an Emperor hovering in the 
unapproachable distance and feeling himself to be a god, but the 

personal relation between feudal lord and vassal became the most 
important component of the life-formation. 

For that reason even all later impulses which aimed at making 
the state a bureaucratic state have been alien and hostile to the German 
life; for, what was demonstrated among the early Germanic masters 
in Italy and Spain was only the distantly operating expression of what 
in the core land was present as the conception of the duke and his 
followers. 

Everywhere that this relation was vital, everywhere that a personal 
oath and a relationship of duty existed, Germany was strong, but 
where an abstract theory began to rule, Germany was inwardly 
crushed. 

From the strength of this relationship of loyalty which bound the 
duke and his men forever on the battlefield and in peace arose 
Brandenburg. This principle was later the sustaining element which 

joined Friedrich the Great to his officers, and it determined finally 

also the fate of the German soldiers in the World War, when millions 
of German fighters of the Front marched to war not so much for the 
sake of an abstract scheme and not for a constitutionally established 
monarchy either but volunteered their forces totally when the 
personalities of two generals appeared to them as the living guarantee 
of their deepest will. 

The personally conceived relation of the German soldier to the 
General Field-Marshal Hindenburg” was thereby the secret of the 
great success of the German army. In it also lay concealed the secret 
that Germany did not collapse after the betrayal of 9 November 1918, 
because the today already mythical figure of Hindenburg, with its 
entire strength of spiritual exertion, led back - perhaps even 
unconsciously - to another age, since it could be followed by a new, 

young duke whom we call today the Fiihrer. 
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This recognition of the German state-will however carries in its 
train a bitter insight. It is not true that there are some historical laws 
according to which, if the need is great, some god or a natural force 
would send a hard-pressed people a great leader. Rather, we see that 
many powerful peoples of antiquity have fallen in misery in such 
disastrous days and that the world-history has closed its acts on them. 

But a giant figure in which the longing of a people seized in a test 
by fate is realised does not appear every decade, perhaps not even 
every century. 

Therefore arises for us, along with the eternal German instinct, 
also the consciousness of the duty to do everything humanly possible 
to find a form so that a lasting bridge can be forged between a great 
figure and another perhaps rising in the invisible distance, that is, to 
form a state-type which secures the continuity of the condition created 
once by a state-political genius in a form corresponding to the German 
nature and which embodies the collective will-to-resistance even when 
a duke of the greatest proportions does not lead the Reich. Here there 
enters as a continuation and completion of the idea of the duke the 
principle of the Knightly Order. 

The National Socialist movement has, from its beginning, 

explained that it does not contend about theories of monarchy and 
the republic. It was always aware that there have been in history good 
and bad monarchies, strongly formed and degenerate republics. We 
know that ancient Rome, from whose peasant generations later times 
drew the strength of formation, was a republic. In this age all those 
forces of character were prepared which the Caesars later wastefully 

squandered. Even so clear is it that ancient Greece was led by kings 
and that the form of the royal city was the culture-forming source of 
Hellas. 

The German man leads his life organically from the duke to the 
idea of the king, and it is no accident that, whereas almost all peoples 
massacred their princes in their bloody revolutions, German history 
cannot relate any case where the German man has decapitated his 
king. 

A purely republican constitution would be possible in Germany 
only among men of the same temperament, of the same self-discipline, 
perhaps in a few districts, but hardly in view of the abundance of 
most different characters, as it embraces the present-day 70 million 
people. 
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In the recognition that this question of monarchy and the republic 
was of second rank compared to the great task of breaking Marxism 
with all its varieties, the entire power of the National Socialist 
movement was directed to a few goals. 

In this will-related explanation there was demonstrated once again 
the old Germanic instinct; the battle of the last 14 years has gifted us 
in the old, and yet once again newly developing, German form of 
leader and followers, of duke and adherents, that power which 
brought us victory and will remain unshakeably influential so long 
as Adolf Hitler remains among the living. 

But since a limit is set even to his life, we however wish that the 

National Socialist movement form the foundation for the state 
structure of coming centuries, and so we have to render an account 

to ourselves of those inner missions of the German which are alive 
today, and already, in general outlines, and without any 
doctrinarianism, foresee such a form as must at some time follow, as 
type-building power, the inspired impulse of the first battle-years. 

And there appears, as the second wonder of our great age, the 
fact that, apart from the old conception of monarchy and the republic, 
Germany grows up ina quite new form, which we feel precisely here 
in the Marienburg as at the same time primaevally old: in the form of 
a state of the Teutonic Order. And that means that the National 
Socialist movement is determined to select and join together from 
the totality of 70 millions a core of men which receives transmitted 
the special task of state leadership, whose members grow up from 
their youth on in the idea of an organic politics, prove themselves in 
the form of a political party and then strive together for what is of 
course not possible to be realised totally on earth, but which 
nevertheless must remain the goal of the totality: to feel authority 
and closeness to the people as coincidental and to shape life and state 

accordingly. 
If the Caesar was throned as a demi-god over a hundred nations, 

if he ruled through a bureaucracy and hierarchy, so must the Fithrer 
of the National Socialist Order, who is simultaneously the Fiihrer of 

the German Reich, certainly preserve the authority unshakeably, but 
stand in the most vital blood-relationship not only with the 

bureaucrats of the party and of the state, but with all those millions 
which are collected around the SA, SS, Hitler Youth, and all the orders 
attached to the movement. 
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The National Socialist state is therefore, if one wishes to employ 

old concepts for the characterisation of one’s structure, a monarchy 
on republican foundations. 

The National Socialist world-view does not announce a universal 
principle which falls down on men from above, but founds, quite on 
the contrary, an organic growth from below which, firmly established 
in blood and soil through thousands of roots, can bear even the highest 
levels free. 

The state becomes, from this point of view, not an idolised self- 
goal, as little as the leader of the state becomes a Caesar, a god or a 
representative of God, but the means in the service of a lasting 

ennoblement of the people and life-formation, an instrument in the 
service of a flexible and constantly renewed self-maintenance of a 
primeval and still eternally young nation. That means once again that 
the living life should not be suppressed by a hierarchy or a caste or 
an abstract principle, but that this life sets in motion the necessary 
organisation of self-maintenance, even the state, as an instrument, 

though as the most manly and noble instrument, and treats it 
accordingly. 

Authority without Caesarism, union of the people without chaotic 
democracy, blood-rich life instead of killing hierarchy, these are the 

solutions, the preconditions for what we National Socialists shall call 

the Council or Senate of the Order. 

The principle of transferring the actual government discussions 
from the general assembly to a council is old and appears already in 
the Homeric epic as a necessary result, when Nestor advised the Greek 
kings; it emerges in the Germanic sagas, when Hagen works at the 
court of Burgundy at the head of the war-council; it is revealed in the 
form of Master Hildebrand at the side of Dietrich of Bern.” 

The old Roman senate is similarly a great creation of the same 
sort, just as later the senate form of Liibeck was the precondition of 
greatness of the Hansa, and as the Papal College of Cardinals 
establishes the continuity of the Papacy. This result of such a council- 
formation is, consequently, a principle which has assumed in the 
conclave an especially clear and exemplary character. 

It is necessary that stirring life demand different expressions of 
human temperaments. Just as necessary, however, for the continuance 
of a state-leadership, is it that, after the exchange of these different 
views in a small circle of leaders on the decision reached at any time, 
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the internal battle ceases, and the totality places itself behind the newly 
selected leader personality as well as behind the accepted decision, 
and thereby guarantees a real striking power to the leadership and 
its following. 

The conclave of the Vatican is not a supranational religious 
institution but the consequence of a very sober worldly intervention 
in chaotic conditions at the Papal Court. 

When the cardinals in 1241 could not agree in any way on the 
future Pope and the Vatican policy that was to be forged, but 
consumed themselves in fruitless contests, the senator of Rome at 
that time, Orsini, intervened and herded all the cardinals within reach 
into a single room with the demand that none of them might leave 
the room until the Pope was elected. In view of the hygienic conditions 
at that time and of the advanced years of the cardinals there resulted 
then finally, in spite of much ruffling, a decision; the new Pope was 
elected in this rather quick but effective way. To be sure, he ruled 

only 17 days, and the cardinals, out of fear of a second intervention 
on the part of the Roman senator, left Rome in haste in order not to 

be once again placed under an imposed conclave, but found 
themselves however forced to undertake at Anagny a new election 
procedure, where then the great opponent of Fredrich, Pope Innocence 
IV was finally elected. 

Coming ages however brought the conviction that this former 
rough intervention of the Roman senator was an extraordinary 

measure; now, the papal election has actually been, since that time, 
conducted always in the conclave, and the strictness of this principle 
has bestowed on the Roman hierarchy that constancy which we can 
observe in it until today. 

Even the Teutonic Order in East Prussia followed later a similar 
principle. The Council of the Order elected the Grand Master, who 
thereby became the uncontested leader in peace and war over the 
entire Council of the Order. A later phrase which expresses the 
continuity of the state most clearly: ‘the King is dead, long live the 
king’, was the principle also of the Teutonic Order. When a Grand 

Master died, there entered in his place shortly after, without 

disturbances of the entire population, the next leader. 
That is also the system according to which National Socialist 

Order, which is even on the point of becoming a state, will conduct 
itself. 



80 Alfred Rosenberg 

We shall not interfere with Adolf Hitler in any way, and only he 

will have to decide whether the Order principle of our age will assume 
a beginning in the form that the Fiihrer of the Germanic Order 
determines already during his life his representative and the latter 
then enters automatically in his place after the death of the Fihrer, or 
whether the Fiihrer leaves behind in his will a proposal and the 
Council of the Order then elects the coming Fiihrer. 

The decision to find a form for ever lies only with the Fiihrer and 
the coming age will then have to take up as their duty for all centuries 
the carrying out of this decision which has been once made. 

In the further judgement of the state of the Teutonic Order of the 
so-called Middle Ages there appears to us a deep tragedy which also 
otherwise pervades the forms of the life of that time. The knight of 
the Teutonic Order was not only a knight and a state-builder but was 
also a monk. As a knight, he battled for the conquest and cultivation 
of his land, as a councillor of the Order, he led the entire political 
affairs of the land, determined the social and economic life of the 

population which was becoming increasingly large; but, in the final 
analysis, this at the same time ascetic monk was not rooted in the soil 
of his own land which was creatively shaped by him.™ 

The celibacy of the monks and knights of the Order was the tragic 
precursor of the coming decay in the land later defended by others. 
Agriculture flourished, cities were founded whose trade and 
commerce reached far into other lands, and with this increasingly 
more pulsating life there grew then also the self-feeling of the settlers 
and those who had become residents. 

But the ascetic monk who worshipped in the church early in the 
morning stood selfless as a personally poor man in the leadership of 
a land grown rich. Slowly, from the flourishing life, there developed 
a caste whose absolute mastery was no longer inwardly recognized 
at the turn of the 15th century. This tragic fate of the human dichotomy 
was a specially strong reason of the collapse of the Teutonic Order. 
It, however, achieved a catastrophic influence only because the 

immigration of the German and other western knights was failing 
while the thriving commercial nature of the cities rose. The German 
knights used the Emperorship for the goals of the Roman Empire of 
the German Nation, and the German people were not plenty enough 
to rule Italy simultaneously with Livonia and East Prussia. 

The Teutonic Order fulfilled, in the entire destiny of the German 
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nation, one of the most gigantic tasks, but it could no longer guarantee 
the continuance of the state because it was no longer so connected to 
the blood of its people as at the war-like beginning of its origin in the 
conquered land. It collapsed, just as, later, the power of the papal 
church state was destroyed. 

Here therefore we see that this band of men was determined by a 
world-view which hindered the final fruitful effects for Germany in 
favour of a national state. Here arose later the mission of Prussia.*! 

And if we admire in the principle of the German duke and his 
following the eternally returning phenomenon of a great figure of 
German history, if we recognize in the principle of the Order, in the 
principle of the Senate, the fortified structure for the continuity of a 
state system, we must draw the conclusions therefrom for the 20th 
century that this form must be borne by a world-view which 
dissociates itself from bloodless asceticism and goes back to the 
principle that the political leaders of the National Socialist Order, and 
therewith also of the German Reich, are forever bound to the soil and 
are borne through the blood of its people, so that then ever new 

generations arise and, from youth on, are joined to the unions of the 
National Socialist movement, so that instinct, shaping, striving will, 
reasonable principles, find also their representation in living 

personalities, in as great a leadership and subordinate leadership of 
the German people as possible. 

This world-view - for the contents and form of which already an 
energetic strife is conducted in all souls today - and its victory are the 
preconditions that even the political shape of the new Reich may be 
plastic and still unshakeable and can survive distant centuries to come. 

The political and social structure are always genuine and strong 
only when they take their point of departure from an idea common 
to all, when the impulse of all goes in a single direction and is not 
made ineffective through many mutually exclusive movements. We 
are clear on the fact that these spiritual and intellectual battles of the 
coming period will give it their stamp. We are however in no way 
fearful, but, quite on the contrary, we are glad that here man and 
man and mind and mind are forced to contend with one another, 

because we live in the firm conviction that the existing intellectual- 
spiritual oppositions must be fought out if we wish indeed to create 
a German national culture and a lasting national state. 

We know thereby - and this is equally decisive - that a genuine 
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world-view will express itself creatively not only in theoretical 
principles, also not only in confessions of faith, but that it must assume 
a symbolical shape. 

For it is not true that only the mind and the soul are necessary to 
seize the entire man, but precisely in this way does the world of sight 
and the world of hearing belong to the entirety of man. The music of 
the National Socialist movement is already today directed to heroic 
tones, its rhythm accompanies every march of the SA, every parade 
of our youth, and with them go the old German folksongs that have 
been revived, musical poems of our great masters come alive once 
again, in eternal youthful power, now that the sickness of a decayed 
spiritual feeling seems to be overcome. 

And the world of sight has perhaps seized us more; for, before 
our eyes flutter constantly in endless number the standards with our 
symbols, and with these flags and standards are connected constantly 
the recollections of the great period of the first battles, the sacrifices 

which were made for these worthy signs and the memorial 
celebrations at the graves of our dead on which these flags were 
lowered in thousands. 

Here the dead of the great war are united with the sacrifices of 
our SA. Together, however, we think of all those who once fell in all 
battles of the past for the defence of the German life. 

The standards with the Prussian eagle flutter with the Swastika 
in one front, and the march of these standards and flags forms the 
first basis for the symbolic formation of the coming German life. 

The memorial celebrations for the dead of 9 November, 1933, in 
Miinchen and the swearing-in of a million political leaders of the 
NSDAP on the 24 February, 1934, were already the forerunners of a 

representation of life where man is not only the messenger of an idea 
or a feeling but where he himself becomes the representative of this 
entire will. 

The brown shirt, the swastika symbol on the breast of every 
National Socialist, the flags with the five thousand year old symbol, 
form already today an inseparable history-forming unity with the 
man who bears all this and, from the celebrations of a swearing-in of 
the SA, SS and the political leaders, there will develop a lasting 
tradition. 

At the national high holidays of the German Reich, the women 
and men of the German people will find themselves together in the 
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service of the celebration of all high intellectual-spiritual values which 
are given to us for safekeeping from the past, and the new life-form 
will, we hope, represent that accompanying unifying element between 
the authority of the Fihrer, that of the Council of the Order and all 
the people. 

If so many human and inadequate things are manifest in everyday 
life these days, all this must disappear and the consciousness be ever 
vital that nobody among the 70 million Germans can withdraw from 
the fate of the whole, that it is therefore his duty to perceive in the 
representative manifestation of his people through symbol and strong 

order also the protection of himself, and to consider the service for 
this self-developing life-form as a duty, so that the once marked form 
corresponding to the nature of the German can develop itself vitally 
in all of the future. 

So we see today, surrounded by the spirits of Marienburg, the 
German destiny forming itself in the conviction that not sober doctrine 
can form life but that the great visionary who is genuine in his blood 
can be also, at the same time, the matter-of-fact man closest to life, 
and that the unique fortune to see a great visionary and matter-of- 
fact man such as the Fiihrer should not be transferred to our present 
generation uselessly, but that this rare blessing is appreciated by the 
German nation with all its heart, so that the seer receives the possibility 
of a state- formation which, consolidated in form, unshakeable in its 
world-view-core, constantly breeds the political leadership-selection 
from the German people and therewith finally grants fulfilment to 
the centuries-old longing for a thousand-year Reich of the German 
nation as the result of the striving of the great visionary of our history. 
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“Germany and the League of Nations”, 
Vélkischer Beobachter, 30 August, 1923.” 

In the last days the entire so-called German press has been assiduously 
concerned to represent to us the entry into the League of Nations as 
an undertaking worth striving for. Even those papers which upto 
now acted with some criticism of this union implore in the sweetest 
tones and request the masters in Geneva on their knees for admission. 
It is hard for the average German and not only him to really 
understand the true essence of this institution. He reads only the 
speeches of the one or the other representative and believes that the 
spoken words have the significance which he attributes to them in 
his good-naturedness. 

The Jtidische Rundschau wrote in 1920 (No.49): “An English 
statesman said at a mass-meeting in London that the only two events 
which could expiate something through the war were the Jewish 
homeland and the League of Nations. He thereby said something 
which must awaken the strongest echo in all of us. The realization of 
Zionism is, in the final analysis, not possible without the actualisation 
of the League of Nations”. This candid tone from the Jewish-national 
camp already pointed to quite definite backgrounds which then also 
were observed at the same time at the opening of the League of 
Nations. When at that time the general secretary of the League of 
Nations went to Geneva, in order to organize its celebratory opening, 
his first step was a visit to - the grand Rabbi of Geneva, Ginsburger. 
During this audience the master held a long speech which was happily 
reproduced by the entire Jewish press. He said among other things 
that he and his co-workers would “unite on the defence of the Jews, 

and he cherishes the firm confidence that the League of Nations would 
fulfil its duty with regard to the Jews. He hopes that the entire Jewry 
would soon enjoy all human and civic rights. From now on the Jews 
would no longer appeal in vain to the justice of mankind (Der Israelit, 
November 1920). 

When Germany protested against the forcible separation of Eupen- 
Malmédy, it found deaf ears in the just “League of Nations”. It was 
therewith occupied with caring for the destruction of German culture 
in West Prussia and Upper Silesia. When Germany set forth guards 
one after the other against the black outrage in the Rhineland, the 
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humane brothers in Geneva believed that the violation of German 
women, girls and boys belonged to the present-day world-order. 

If we now ask with regard to these facts what a German entry 
into this international consortium would mean, the answer to this 
question cannot be doubtful: an entry into the League of Nations 
would mean the recognition - the recognition confirmed by signature 
- of the international dictatorship of the stock-exchange, Germany 
would through this new subjugation designate itself as a slave-colony 
and welcome a delegate of the Hebrew consortium as its unrestricted 
master and commander. The great German people would go the same 
way as Austria has already gone. It would be possible that the German 
mark would rise at the stock-exchanges, it would be possible that the 
corn-exchanges of New York would throw a few crumbs to the 
German slave-people, but a signing of the new decree would only 
increase the depravity of certain circles of Germany; the growing 
feeling for honour and freedom would be attempted to be silenced 
with references to the new success, and there would come once again 
a time of the worst national demoralisation and grovelling which the 
coming end still would not yet hinder, and we would find ourselves 
however in a far worse situation than is today itself the case. 

It is a world-political witticism that an exchange, which in its entire 
foundation and activity represents nothing more than a contempt of 
all human- and national rights, has struck its dwelling in a country 
which has always been considered as a refuge of the suppressed and 
persecuted. One must see also in the free Switzerland that the 
recognition of the present-day League of Nations means nothing more 
and nothing less than the recognition of the Jewish financial 
dictatorship over the whole world. How far the matters have already 
flourished in the present-day Switzerland we saw two months ago. 
On June 15, the Israelitische Wochenblatt ftir die Schweiz demanded the 
prohibition of the sale of the well-known book of Henry Ford, The 
International Jew. On June 23, already the Swiss federal railways issued 

a decree according to which the mentioned work may not be displayed 

any longer in the railway book-shops. 
Every European state which would like to secure its self- 

determination in the future must set itself against this federation, 

whose goal is only to set informers in all political and economic circles 

of all countries in order to be able in this way to incite, as a laughing 
third, nation against nation, state against state. Behind the corridors 
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of the present-day Hebrew League of Nations the knots are tied to a 
world-conflict. Into this cruel game Germany is supposed to be led 
in as a will-less object. If the German people still have, in general, a 
life-will, they must defend themselves with all their powers against 
these most recent attempts to deliver them up. 

From the governments nothing is to be expected. 
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“United States of Europe?”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 13/14 September 1925.” 

In the last months, parallel with the propaganda for the “League of 
Nations”, also the activity of the so-called “Pan-European Society” 
has been strengthening itself. At the same time, different press organs 
set forth questionnaires among politicians and writers on how they 
considered the so-called “United States of Europe”. Thus the Neue 
Wiener Journal set up in this way such an inquiry and requested a 
series of well-known personalities of all states for information 
regarding their opinion on the following questions: 

1. Do you consider the creation of the United States of Europe as 
necessary? 

2. Do you consider the realisation of the United States of Europe 
as possible? 

To these questions the French Finance Minister, Caillaux,™ replied 

that the patriotism of the 20th century would merge with Europeanism. 
The “Easter day of the European union” will come, it will come even 
as fatally as there are physical laws. Ignaz Seipel, the former Federal 
Chancellor of Austria,® hopes for the same thing and wishes a “revision 
of the conception of the state” in general! Similarly did Anton Svelah, 
the Ministerial President of Czechoslovakia, express himself. 

Jakob Lippowitz, the Jewish editor of the Neue Wiener Journal 

explains: the border-posts had proven to be true torture-posts for 
every European state citizen. Similarly do Maximilian Harden, Albert 

Einstein, Alfred Kerr, and obviously Dr. Gerhart Hauptmann, 

Heinrich Mann and Dr. Thomas Mann, express themselves! 
As one sees, an entire series of personalities are agreed on the 

catch-word of the United States of Europe. Yet it is naturally clear 
that most of them understand something quite different thereby. Mr. 
Lippowitz and his consorts surely think of a single Jewish private 
syndicate, just as Walter Rathenau also indeed imagined it. To this 
then all the states would have had to be joined. Ignaz Seipel, however, 

dreams surely of the mediaeval rule of the Church, and the others 
pursue their very real foreign political goals thereby. 

But, whatever the motivating reasons of the individuals may be, 
the fact of a strong movement for a somehow articulated European 
union lies ahead and we therefore have to tackle this problem and 
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explain our attitude to it. 
Doubtless an awakening is being manifested in the whole world. 

The awakening of the Near and Far East, and indeed on a racial 

background, is openly visible, and even the dark continent has begun 
in a similar way to make its claims known. Only a fool can believe 
that this extra-European pressure does not demand also a common 
European attitude. This awakening of the Near and Far East is the 
answer to the exploitative economy and the disintegrating influences 
which the commercial Europe dragged, after its political conquests, 
to India and China. But this unlimited exploitative economy and 
exploitative politics has promoted all bad instincts not only in the 
colonies and colony-like countries but also unchained them in Europe 
itself, where they are systematically stirred up further by shrewd 
politicians. The present-day propaganda for the “United States of 
Europe” which originates from the circles of the stock-exchange and 
the Jewish press means nothing more than a logical continuation of 
this same exploitative economy sanctioned by a politically 
strengthened union. It is therefore obvious that we stand in strong 
opposition to this new betrayal. It is, on the other hand, a fact that the 
foreign political knowledge begins to awaken everywhere, that a 
reciprocal warring of the European nations means also the end of 
every national culture. This awakening feeling of a foreign political 
European solidarity is today exploited and falsified by the same 
political people to whom all the nations are indebted for their present- 
day misery. The “United States of Europe” would have to be rejected 
by us along with all others, solely from the basis that such a type as 
the half-Asiatic Count Coudenhove-Kalergi® is their chief announcer. 
The latter preaches, instead of attaching himself to the organic, the 
race and nationality, absolute racial mixture and is therewith to be 
observed as the new harbinger of the downfall of Europe. 

Still, the knowledge of the necessity of a foreign politically closed 
Europe stands beyond question, even though it must bring along with 
it an entire series of burdensome problems. But one must consider that 
when we stand before an either-or - destruction of the West or securing 
of Europe in the world - ways must also be found to attain to this goal. 
At the top stands a demand without whose fulfilment all is in vain: the 
elimination of the Jews from all the states of Europe. This in turn can 
be only the result of an awakening of the racial feeling, of a new idea of 
the state, and of a new conception of the economic life. 
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“In the event of a League of Nations”, 
Vélkischer Beobachter, 27 February, 1926.*’ 

The debate on the seats in the council of the League of Nations grows 
increasingly into a ridicule of Gustav Stresemann. Its press praised 
the “work of Locarno” as the “beginning of the reconciliation”; this 
“spirit” was described in the most glorious colours, and smilingly 
brother Stresemann signed the pact of Chamberlain and Briand. But 
as is fitting for a mind which chose the Berlin beer bottle business as 
a doctoral subject, Stresemann has “forgotten” to have the written 
assurance given that the council of the League of Nations may not be 
expanded after the entry of Germany into the congress for the securing 
of the robbery of Versailles. Good heavens, one has more important 
things to do than to think of such trivialities in view of such men as 
Briand, Benes,® and Strcinski. 

And so, hardly had the petition for registration been arrived at 
than it was explained that now even Poland must enter into the 
council. Then Brasil and Spain. Through such friendly plans France 
ties these states closer to itself, and Germany seems once again as the 
only disturber of the peace in the trusted union of the “brotherhood 
of peace”, as Lloyd George recently designated the freemasonic 
brothers of Locarno in the Neue Ziircher Zeitung. 

The Stresemanns are fully surprised that even the English 
apparently tend towards Briand. Chamberlain’s and Cecil’s* speeches 
were more than stimulating. We have here to do clearly with a 
renewed Jewish pressure on English national politics. Recently indeed 
very large rats have been leaving the sinking ship of English 
Liberalism and go over to the Conservative government party. Alfred 
Mond, the Zionist leader,” is today with Baldwin-Chamberlain,” just 

as Reading-Isaacs,” the former Viceroy of India, who apparently 
anticipates a higher rank. In the cabinet itself sit two Hebrews. It is 
clear that here Jewish politics are advocated, not British. Besides, 

Chamberlains’s personal inclination to France also plays a role. 
The Germany of Gustav Stresemann has therewith not reckoned 

with it. Enchanted by orange blossoms, a purring cat, a glass of 
southern wine, and the lovableness of the heart-breaker, Briand, 

Stresemann gave himself with all his soul to the “spirit of Locarno”. 
Now he sits in the nettle. 
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We have no reason to raise a big complaint against it. For, whether 
the Poles are advised by Stresemann or in the neighbouring room 
remains a matter of indifference. The entire action shows us however 
the true spirit of the enemies, the old spirit of Versailles, which the 
lying presses will not any longer be able to lie away to us. 

The betrayers are naturally indefatigably at the job. An unknown 
Freemason writes in the Miinchner Post: 

“The Locarno celebrations are intoxicated, the day of work comes”. 
“Must they (Stresemann, Chamberlain, Briand) not show the same 

goodwill in the realisation of this precondition which inspired them 
in Locarno? In fact it is all a matter of in what spirit the entry of 
Germany into the League of Nations is carried out. It is not permissible 
to doubt the goodwill of the men of Locarno, but one may also not 
deceive oneself on the fact that the gray everyday life has once again 
drawn forth forces which had to creep away in the light of Locarno”. 

“In the present-day situation there comes in addition, 

sharpeningly, the fact that Germany must reckon even with Italy as 
an opponent. The affront of Mussolini in the South Tyrolian question 
with his categorical explanation that he would not allow any 
discussion of the minority question in the League of Nations, his new 
decisive veto in the annexation question, which sets itself beyond the 
spirit and letter of the Peace Treaties, are here symptomatic. To the 
old powers of the victor-imperialism come in addition the new powers 
of the fascistic imperialism. The prospects for Germany’s entry into 
the League of Nations are truly not favorable. 

What should Germany do in this situation? There is no longer a 
retreat - even the diplomatic step of the Reich government should 
not be understood in this sense - , especially if the conciliar powers of 
the League of Nations would be so foolish as to suggest this step to 
Germany through an affront in the question of the expansion of the 
council in the case of its entry. What can or will come later should not 
influence the decision today. Even if the appeal to the wonderful 

words of Briand and Chamberlain on the European solidarity should 
be forgivable, Germany should no longer abandon the idea of 
European solidarity as a stigma of its entry into the League of 
Nations”. 

“Even the repercussions against Locarno which are doubtlessly 
manifested in the question of the expansion of the conciliar seats will 
not be able to prevent the further rise of Germany which the 
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possibilities of development in the League of Nations open to it. 
Germany’s task in the League of Nations will be above all to 

embody, against the spirit of imperialism of the victors and of Fascism, 
the spirit of the European, the spirit of the solidarity of mankind. 
Germany’s constant conciliar seat in the League of Nations should be 
a constant seat of the solidarity of all men’. 

One may peruse these monstrosities many times. Who has for 
years baited Fascism if not the Marxists and Freemasons? Where is 
the rise of Germany? 

Where is the promised solidarity of men? That, after all the defeats, 

such a thing may be offered to the German worker! Marxism cannot 
wait to deliver us all unconditionally to capitalism. That is then called 
“further rise”. 



we Alfred Rosenberg 

“On Germany’s international position”, 

Speech given in the Berlin Sportpalast, on 30 October, 
1933, on the occasion of Germany’s withdrawal from the 

League of Nations and the coming Parliamentary 

elections.” 

The internal political battle in Germany has come to an end. What is 
still played out now in Germany are the last convulsions of a passing 
age, the last desperate attempts to defend once more positions of 
power of the world of ideas of the last century. But they are useless 
attempts. Slowly, all our opponents will comprehend that in this year 
a turning point of destiny has entered for centuries and that National 
Socialism will never more lose this place which it has won. 

The first stage of 14 years lies behind us; after these years, short 
in comparison to the time-spans in the life of nations, an enormous 
revolution has taken place in Germany. And now begins, after this 
great internal struggle, a second great battle. If we have had to defend 
ourselves in internal politics, against Social Democracy, Liberalism, 

and their companions, today a similarly hard battle for Germany’s 
respectability, for Germany’s honour in the world, must take its 
beginning. 

If an old regime had appeared before the people in a similar 
situation as the present-day one, the representatives of the pre-war 
period, and even the representatives of the November system, would 

have explained with a smile, in spite of a serious situation, that there 

was no cause for anxiety. It was the style of the past age to conceal 
serious situations before the nation as much as possible. For that 

reason the representatives of the past days must also experience that 
an entire nation, torn from all eminence, finally collapsed. The style 
of the National Socialist will is also another one. We are not a 
dictatorship, a tyranny of a small caste, but have been for 14 years 
accustomed to struggle for the nation, and this rule will even today 
suffer no exception. Therefore we have in these weeks repeatedly 
explained that we do not have any reason to observe the world- 
situation in a rosy light, but that we are all obliged to grasp the great 
seriousness of the world-political situation and to take account of 
those powers and forces which wish constantly to reduce Germany’s 
validity, but also of those currents which make themselves apparent 
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already in a world that is rejuvenating. 
We must make a historical assertion at the head of all discussions 

on the international political situation, namely the fact that, at the 
beginning of Adolf Hitler’s government, nothing else occurred than 
the imprisonment of the most prominent Communist leaders, than 

the destruction of a Communist movement which was disposed to 

transform the whole of Germany into a bloody chaos. The remarkable 
answer to this fact however was not indeed a closed action on the 
part of the Communists of England, France and the United States: 
but to the suppression of the Communists in Germany the world 
Jewry responded. 

Two days after Adolf Hitler had become the Reich Chancellor, a 
Jew wrote in a Washington daily newspaper: if the new chancellor 
would be shot by a political opponent only a few men would lament it. 

It was possible that this open appeal for the assassination of the 
German Chancellor went out into the world unpunished, and that 

had as its consequence that the attempt to create such an atmosphere 

favorable to murder reached over into all other states and into 
Germany itself. It had, in the first weeks of the Hitler government, 

become a fashion to compare Haman of the Old Testament with the 
antisemitic Reich Chancellor, with the indication that a similar attempt 

at the overcoming of the Jewish rule would end with the death of the 
concerned statesman. 

The work of the world Jewry then united with a baiting by 
emigrants. 

If we ascertain these first facts since the new government we hope 
that the remaining nations will take account perhaps of the closer 

connections between these separate phenomena, of the interlinked 
work of Communism and the Jewry. It would be extraordinarily 
valuable to their own internal political situation. The emigrant 
cruelties which now united with this politics were the result of 50,000 

emigrants from Germany. I believe that the fact that 50,000 men could 
unhesitatingly leave Germany in the first months does not speak 
against Germany but speaks only against the emigrants. 

The remaining world has now been able to take into view how 
matters were in Germany in the past 14 years. It has been able now to 

take into view also a part of these fruits of international politics, and 
I believe that the defensive reaction manifests itself from month to 
month in an increasingly sharper manner in all states that have 
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remained still healthy. 
The German nation however does not indeed, after the eight 

month long effect of the emigrants, have today the conviction that it 
occurred cruelly in Germany, but that it would have been purposeful 

to arrest these men already in the first days and never more release 
them. 

What Germany later did, in that it imprisoned the Communistic 
and other leaders of a world downfall, that was the right of the most 
primitive self-maintenance against the scum of the cosmopolises. In 
a concentration camp of Germany there are about 800 Communist 
leaders. One has taken the care to examine the past of these men and 
found that the punishments on an average amounted to four years of 
imprisonment or four years in penitentiary. It is necessary that the 

society remain finally secured from this heap of sick and bad people 
of the past decades, and that one does not any longer confuse criminals 
with political leaders. 

No matter whether in our consciousness the German Revolution 
was a revolution of respectable men, now a combined baiting in all 
the world seeks to designate just this healthy German people as a 
perverse scum. The pictures of the world-war in which the German 
was drawn as a gorilla already emerge once again today in many 
foreign papers. It is possible that the Germans are once again spoken 
of as Huns. The old instinct of hatred of the years 1914 to 1918 are 
consciously stirred up again. That occurs in the scope of a so-called 
cultured world. Such common designations would never have been 
possible in Germany, even under the old regime! 

These attacks which Germany had to endure move actually 
already outside every serious oppositional politics. They arise simply 
from lower instincts of hatred. But we know very precisely that even 
real political oppositions are combined with them, that many 

politicians who have perhaps held themselves back earlier now strike 
out a definite direction of their political policy which runs clearly to 
the attempt to isolate Germany world-politically. They have 
experienced how, in the last weeks, two French politicians fled to 
Moscow, Pierre Cot, the French Air Minister and the former Minister 

President, Herriot. I perhaps do not need to narrate what the two 
gentlemen sought in Moscow and of what sort their plans there must 
have been. But it is significant that M. Herriot, on returning from 
Moscow, explained in a speech: “In Russia there is no famine”. This 
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public fraternalisation we must move into the right light. We also 
have reports from Russia which are not of a theoretical sort but are 
based on information from men who have travelled right through 
Russia in railways and automobiles. These people who know Russia 
have in the past months reported to us that one might be seized with 

horror. They travelled through Russian villages where hungry shapes 
crouched around, men who could in general no longer take any food, 
because they were already dead tired. They travelled through villages 
which were devoid of men, they got out and found right and left 
hungry men in the houses; they travelled out into Russian fields and 
had to get out to see whether on this fertile ground more wheat or 
weeds grew. All of them gave unanimous expression to their view 
on the fact that the coming winter would cost Russia at least 10 to 12 
million deaths due to hunger. 

That is a more true face of the East than Herriot shows us. But I 
think also that these things will be known slowly in other nations too 
and there gradually breed the conviction that Adolf Hitler has saved 
not only Germany in the last hour but that he has saved the whole of 
Europe and a two-thousand year old culture. 

The 3rd International had, in 1918 and 1919, reason to believe 
that the time of the world-revolution has now approached. It saw 
collapsing nations, it saw hungry and desperate masses of millions. 
The Council Republics in Bavaria and Hungary have shown us on 
what path Europe would have gone if this wave had surged further. 
But it collapsed in Central Europe, it collapsed also when the Red 
troops marched into Poland and finally had to recede before Warsaw. 
Then the eyes of the 3rd International were directed to the East: China 
became a new kettle of unrest. Millions were imprisoned there, 

thousands of Chinese agitators were trained. Even there in China it 
appeared as if the fruits should ripen, until the hand of an energetic 
state, Japan, intervened and the wave even there was halted. Now 
the 3rd International sought everywhere new land for their doctrines. 
Their eyes were directed anew to Central Europe and what we may 

experience in these months of disclosures showed how deep the 
poison had already penetrated in Germany and how necessary the 
German Revolution had become. Now, in January and February, the 
3rd International experienced the hardest blow since their existence 
and from this blow it will never recover. 

It will never recover itself for the reason that we have destroyed 
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the Marxist movement indeed not with the army and police but were 
conscious to ourselves from the first days of our battle that such a 
large movement as Marxism can be overcome only when to its world- 
view another world-view can be opposed point for point, when it is 
possible to represent logically and demonstrably in life that the 
Marxist movement does not really signify a salvation for a nation, 
and not even a salvation for a part of the nation, but must usher in 
the perfect collapse for all. 

We have explained in these 14 years: it is a contradiction to preach 
a class war because it is impossible that one may call one part of a 
body to a revolt against the other. Then there can enter no healing 
but only destruction. 

We have explained: it is contradictory just to combine pacifism 
externally with a hate-filled class war. One of the two must be a lie. 

We have explained: the swindle of an international solidarity exists 
only as a fata morgana but not as a real politically useful force. This 
solidarity indeed collapsed in 1914, it broke further in Versailles. It is 
broken when an English Foreign Minister must finally suppress 300 
million so-called industrial proletarians in order to give the English 
worker bread. It will break everywhere where the brazen fates of the 
national life make themselves noticeable. We have for that reason 
explained from the first day: there is also in the interest of the working 
class only one solidarity and that is the solidarity of all Germans on 
this earth. 

Nobody is more bound to the soil than precisely the worker, the 
farmer and the handicraftsman. The internationalists of all of history 
were only the charlatans and the illusionists. 

Finally we have pointed to the fourth poisoning of the national 
body and of the German soul. Marxism had taken up a saying thrown 
out by Proudhon: “Property is theft” and this saying has become the 
gospel of many millions. We understand that the old capitalistic 
concept of property had to be combated. There arose finally a 
condition in the world where the property of an individual was 
understood as sacrosanct without a concept of duty being combined 
with this concept of property. But Marxism began its critique of society 
from a wrong end and therefore also had to lead in unhealthy 
conditions. We stood finally before the fact that, in the course of the 
last fourteen years, property was not really theft but vice-versa, that 
the greatest robberies were made of justified property. 
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Nobody has been so covetous in these 14 years of property and 
wealth as the Social Democratic leaders - unfortunately always merely 
of other’s property. 

If we test these battles in retrospect and bring before view all the 
points of view which are constantly repeated and established, then 
we understand why today we could have the firm belief that, apart 
from the police or the army, the people themselves have become 
internally healthy and today almost immune against the Communistic 
world danger. 

That does not prevent us from explaining: 
Weare ready at all times to maintain completely correct relations 

with Soviet Russia because we obviously do not necessarily wish to 
transform a world-view in a foreign political and interventionist 
manner. 

We can wait in peace as people overcome the fatal blow in Moscow 
and begin to set themselves up in a realist political manner. We are, 
as mentioned, immune and can already today regard a Communistic 
international work in the other states ina much more relaxed manner 
than the other nations which have not yet for a long time been healed 
of the sickness. 

That is approximately the situation which confronts us in the west 
and the east, if we wish to seriously test those powers which work 
today against Germany. But there are still things at work which we 
all can feel only with pain and these are the sufferings which our 
foreign Germans must endure. What is being played out today in 
Czechoslovakia, what we must hear daily from Poland, these are 
imprisonments, persecutions, economic strangulations, actual 

persecutions of German national comrades. We feel these sufferings 
of the emigrant Germans in contrast to the past regime as our own 
suffering. We wish to explain everywhere in Germany that the pain 
which the emigrant Germans feel resonates today deeper in us than 
earlier. But we wish to make a national legal declaration even in this 

connection. 
In June 1919, the Polish state was internationally recognized. This 

recognition was preceded by a writ which is still binding directed by 
the chairman of the Peace Conference, Clemenceau,” to the then Polish 
Minister President.” In this writ it was explained that the Polish state 

was recognized, but that the precondition was the maintenance of 

the minority rights. And in case there arose a fear that this is not the 



98 Alfred Rosenberg 

case, indeed an aggravation would have to be considered. The 
recognition of the German minority rights is thus at the same time 
the charter of the Polish state, is the charter which the recognition of 
this state had as a precondition. 

In the following years, then, numerous persecutions have 
occurred, especially among the Seim elections in Spring, 1930. That 
had as a consequence that, under our pressure indeed, the old 
government complained to the League of Nations and it was 
ascertained in the League of Nations that the minority rights had been 
damaged by certain posts in Poland. 

If this development continues and the damages accumulate and 
it is established that indeed the authorities have a part in it, then under 

circumstances a political historiography and national political opinion 
could once arise that Poland has, with the collapse of the minority 
rights, also damaged the charter which forms the precondition of its 
national legal recognition. 

It is now remarkable that precisely the representatives of the states 
which proceed in this way against the German minorities champion 
an expansion of the minority rights in Geneva and wish to draw in 
the Jews in Germany. We must ascertain that the Jewry in Germany 

has always refused to represent a national minority. Rather it has 
always been emphasized that they are only German citizens of Jewish 
faith.” 

The hostile attitude of the states around Germany is serious. But 
it has something good in it. That is, those false sympathies have been 
further blown away which have always produced new illusions. These 
sympathies have been expressed for 14 years. One has explained that 
this or that democracy has a great inclination towards the young new 
Germany and is prepared to approach it in all fields. We have heard 
these siren notes for 14 years. Nowhere, in any field, have anywhere 
any deeds worth mentioning followed and now we must, every new 
national government must, reckon with the fact that these sympathies 
have fluttered away. For, these were not sympathies for the German 
people but only for the opponents of Germany in Germany itself. 

Now there emerges a great command to all 65 million Germans. 
We have had strong nerves for 14 years. The National Socialist 
movement has borne sacrifice after sacrifice. Hundreds of thousands 
have lost positions and bread. Millions have become old in the course 
of this war, and many, many of us have lost our lives. But that did 
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not have as a consequence that we became weaker but that we have 

conducted the battle in an increasingly more tough and hard manner. 
I think that I can today say one thing: if we have brought forth so 

much energy to destroy a hostile system then we shall bring forth 
also courage and energy to secure Germany’s respect in the world. 
What we defend today is not a passing condition but our destiny, 
our life, the destiny of all coming generations. 

Our nerves have, in the last weeks, undergone a hard test, for 

what was accomplished in Geneva at the Disarmament Conference 
was a concentrated attack on the energy and the self-consciousness 
and self-confidence of young Germany. 

Since 1925, the Disarmament Commission of the League of Nations 
has been working, for a couple of years the Disarmament Conference 
has been sitting together, in order to understand what one worked 
out oneself at that time in Versailles. But what was remarkable was 
that, already at the beginning of the Conference, all the gentlemen 
did not speak of disarmament and their obligation, but, on the very 

first day, jumped in the face of Germany with the demand to begin 
now a control of the German civil air travel. For weeks they spoke of 
this subject but not of the actual subject - disarmament. When this 
way of speaking of the control of the civil air travel was used, the 
gentlemen immediately thought out new slogans. There came the 
demand to change now the German army system. One thought that 
Germany would immediately say no here. The gentlemen who had 
forced this army system on Germany in 1919 wished now to suddenly 
introduce a new one overnight. But even here they did not encounter 
a complete denial but a compromise, to test this question too in all 
seriousness in the sense of a real world peace. That disappointed the 

gentlemen and they immediately looked around for new slogans. 
They know how, in the last months, suddenly the old idea of a military 
control had rushed out into the world grandly and with incredible 
propaganda, all with one goal, to grind us down from week to week, 
to place ever new demands on us, with the hope that Germany then 

must say no. And they wished then to use this ‘no’ to point to us with 
a thousand fingers with the opinion that Germany wishes a new 

armament and therewith forces the others to do the same. 
On the 14th of October, a big line was drawn through the 

reckoning of the gentlemen by our withdrawal from the League of 

Nations. 
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Germany has waited until the last moment. But when the British 
Foreign Minister, Simon,” had held his speech, in which he did not 
wish any longer to give us equal trade possibilities, but spoke of a 
“must” and wished to demand his own plan, the plan of his state and 

of his Minister President, Macdonald,* quite simply for a double goal, 
it was time that Germany drew its head out of the noose. Now a new 
world political situation was therewith produced so that the world 
cannot point its finger at us, but the world criticism is directed now 
against the attitude of the others. 

If one explains in many parliaments that one cannot now agree to 

any revision of the Peace Treaty, because a new Germany, a National 
Socialist Germany, has arisen with a military spirit, we have to counter 
that with the fact that in none of these treaties, not even in a single 
word of them, is it a question of what system must rule in Germany 
to justify a revision. That is an attempt to get round national legal 
bonds not worthy of those great states in whose parliaments these 
words were spoken! 

Finally, in these months, it has been not at all a question of whether 

Germany has announced revisions but that Germany demands only 
the treaty fulfilment of the others. If the others avoid fulfilling their 
treaty obligations then they have begun with the revision of their 
own treaties and have no moral right nor any claim to place on 
Germany. 

We wish to declare with joy and satisfaction that, beyond the 
channel, among all fair-thinking Britons, the feeling has grown that 

the conduct of their delegation in Geneva was not such as 
corresponded to the real respectable British instinct. We wish to 
declare with satisfaction that the only creator of the Versailles Treaty 
still alive, Lloyd George, has explained: what Germany did it had to 
do and what the others have done was a breach of faith. We greet the 
fact that the Bishop of Gloucester explains that the Allied powers 
have not been fair with regard to Germany. We know what these 
words mean in England, and we hope that they will find an echo 
everywhere among a new generation which is tired of carrying on 
further even today those subterfuges of a delayed pre-war diplomacy. 

Between 1914 and today there lies an entire world, there lies a 
collapse of states and ideological systems. We do not therefore believe 
that men who grew up in the psyche of the pre-war period can even 
today bring forth that impetus in diplomacy which is necessary to 
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understand this new world. We fear rather that such methods can 
lead Europe once again into a catastrophic abyss. We hope that a 
generation arises which duty-consciously looks at the new age of the 
20th century in the eye and brings forth indeed the power to overcome 
those outmoded methods in the sense of an honorable free declaration 
of respectable men of all nations. 

What is being played out in Germany is not something which 
one could call clinking and swaggering militarism. 

If one objects to our festivals, we have the following to explain: 
Germany has been fighting since 1914 literally every day for its life. 
Germany has experienced insult for 14 years like no other nation for 
centuries. And if this nation once approaches its rebirth, then it has 
more right to celebrate festivals than all the others taken together. 
Precisely because they are not any swaggering festivals, because in 
Germany a great revolution has been accomplished, these festivals 
are symbolical acts. If the 1st of May re-established the honour of the 
German worker, if on this day the German manual labourer was torn 
out of a decade-long intellectual strangulation and incorporated once 
again into the nation, and the nation was made observant of him as 
of an equally validated element, then that should be a symbol that all 
German workers will not forget for the rest of their life and which 
they should transmit to their children and children’s children. If the 
1st of October was the day of the German farmer, the day of the 
liberation of the German farmer, then this day had precisely in this 
way its deepest inner justification. For, on this day there passed before 
our intellectual eyes all the peasant families of earlier centuries. 

And, finally, the day of German art, the symbolical day of a 
culturally recuperating Germany. 

The right to celebrate such festivals the others do not have because 
they have in general not resolved these problems. 

The ways of speech of the advance of militarism, of threatened 
security, of the fear of an invasion on the part of Germany, have 
another significance. A real fear of a military German invasion the 
French generals obviously do not have. If they would say that today, 
they would therewith declare a sentence on their brave people which 

we ourselves do not wish to undersign. We believe that the fear is of 

quite another sort. 
There are 27 million unemployed in the whole world. All states 

which are threatened by this scourge have made attempts to become 
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their masters. But no matter whether Democrats or Labour Party 
members or Conservatives ruled in the different states, they have not 
been equal to this task. Now there rises a new Germany and begins 
an unexampled energetic battle against the unemployment which has 
led even Germany well-nigh to the abyss. It happens that, in the first 
assault, over 2 million national comrades have been able to be 
incorporated once again into the economic process. It is proved that 
a powerful winter-help has begun and that the entire nation donates 
and sacrifices, in order to preserve those still oppressed by fate at 
least from the most bitter misery. The world hears further that, at the 
beginning of next year, a new storm wave will begin against 

unemployment. 
And then many gentlemen abroad feared that this attempt in 

Germany could succeed. They feared that an alert, healthy human 
understanding in France or England or America could say to itself: if 
this attacked and insulted National Socialist regime overcomes 
unemployment then it must be better than our system. 

Many parliamentarians in other states have become old and fat 
and tired, are too lazy to actually live through the problems of our 
age. They prolonged their political life upto now through a system of 
unconscientious electoral methods which made it also practically 
impossible for them to take measures against the injuries in their own 
land. 

Yet another group of men is afraid and that is the armaments 
industry. The armaments industry must, for example, produce among 
the French people, daily, an artificial feeling of fear. It knows precisely 
as well as we that the French farmer and citizen could as little make 
war as the German farmer and the German citizen. The French farmer 
wishes to work the home soil just as his ancestors have for centuries. 
The French citizen thinks today of his income precisely in the same 
Way as in past centuries. But, in order to force out from this generation 
in itself unwilling for war those credits which are necessary to 
guarantee their profits to the armaments industry, the press 
accommodating itself to this industry and the parliamentarians 
accommodating themselves to it must infuse in the French people an 
artificial feeling of fear, so that it may in this feeling elect once again 
the old parliamentarians and grant the war-credits so that the heavy 
armaments industry receives its profits. 

These are the feelings of fear which are alive in other peoples, but 
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a real anxiety before the small German Reich army does not exist. 
Next to these things, however, also deeper real misunderstandings 

play a role, in spite of many honorable efforts. 
I would like to pick out Great Britain as an example. England is 

an island. It is surrounded by the sea, and every Briton knows that 
his land has not been entered for centuries by an enemy. This tested 
feeling has given him a great inner security and the possibility of 
building up the so-called individual freedom ever further, indeed, 

for example, of letting the freedom of press go even farther than 
possible. From this feeling of a self-willed carefreeness, the Briton 
judges without any malice the events in Germany differently than 
they are actually. He does not understand that the German people 
must have a different style of living than he. He does not understand 
that Germany is surrounded on all sides by mostly hostile neighbours. 
He does not understand that Germany’s soil has been for centuries 
the arena of bloody world wars and therefore in every German lives 
the feeling that he cannot go about his business alone for himself but 
must stand in closed columns. But we hope that, when the Briton 

once undertakes a serious examination of these conditions under 
which Germany must live, he recognizes this march-past not as a 
military demonstration but as the will to self-maintenance, as a 
consciousness of having to be united in the midst of foreign peoples. 

If the English will go deeper into this feeling, then even those 
leading articles will disappear which actually seem as if an old 
governess had written them. Hopefully then we shall stop being 
instructed every day in the tones of a directing schoolmaster how 
Germany has to actually conduct itself. We believe indeed quite on 
the contrary that the times are past when foreign countries have to 
teach us and think, rather, that we can say with pride that Germany 
has, under a hard fate, under a hard foreign political pressure, 
accomplished a development for which the other nations will perhaps 
need 40 or 50 years more. That is absolutely not a boast because we 
can add that even Germany itself, if it had not stood under so strong 
a pressure, would have apparently needed a much longer time. But 
it had to try from year to year ever new methods in order to become 
vitally strong in the midst of the threats. Finally, it has happened that 

of all who have ever instructed in Germany, Adolf Hitler alone has 

been right. 
Germany has not “returned to the Middle Ages”. We know better 



104 Alfred Rosenberg 

than all others that the forms of past times have sunk and never return. 
But we know also that, if a people does not find any more relationship 
with the great people of the past, this people has not only lost its 
history but also is incapable of shaping a future. To us above all things 
was granted the experience that Germany has recovered in the most 
modern form the old law of its life in the building up of its political 
and social life. It has returned to the old Germanic principle of the 
duke and his retinue. 

If today we fly over the old constitutions of those Orders which 
colonised the German East we shall ascertain a precise agreement 
bordering on the wonderful between those principles according to 
which once the Teutonic Order was ruled and the principles according 
to which the National Socialist movement is ruled. These are things 
which go deeper than many a superficial politican of today thinks. It 
is a rediscovery of the original laws of our own life which became 
buried and scorned and today celebrate their greatest rebirth. 

We do not need to make any propaganda in the world for this 
National Socialist Revolution. We also refuse to call to life such a 
propaganda; for we recognize every tradition of the other nations. 
We know that only out of the laws of existence of every nation can 
even the reconstruction succeed in its appropriate form. But if we 
refuse also to conduct National Socialist propaganda we know, 
however, that today problems are placed before other nations which 
we have already resolved, that other nations must wrestle with these 
problems which they will be broken by if they do not take up the 
battle against them. 

The basic problem of politics is the distinction between the 
Marxist-Communist world movement and the racial idea. Today, 
everywhere, people are struggling for these concepts and ideas. In 
this context we must make an interesting declaration: today one 
already objects to us that the Marxist movement in the different states 
becomes increasingly radical on account of us. One says: the National 
Socialists are responsible for the fact that our peaceful Social 
Democrats also now become rabid. But should we then allow 
Communism devour things indeed so that the others may have their 
bourgeois peace? 

Precisely through the fact that many Marxists in other states 
become more radical does the problem which is present finally become 
visible even for those who still stand blind before it. 
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But this ferment in the world is to be confirmed everywhere. Not 
only do the Marxists become more radical but also the nationalist 
groups in all states show a sensible liveliness. In Holland there are 
already five fascist parties. In Switzerland there is a National Front, 
antisemitic and antimarxist, and besides National Socialistic 

comradeships, and in the western French Switzerland an antisemitic 

movement to which has recently been added a fascist one. One must 
indeed imagine what that has to mean in a country like Switzerland 
and then realise that a similar ferment goes through all the nations, 
that a new generation grows up which simply does not want the old 
past any longer and seeks new forms for the 20th century. A turning 
point of the world has entered in Germany and everywhere, and many 
nations which still insult us today secretly envy the German nation 
that it has found its duke. 

The German nation has proved itself as worthy of this great 
fortune. Adolf Hitler is received today in all German cities and villages 
as no king or Kaiser of the German nation has been greeted. The 
German nation feels, in the midst of the outrage of these days, more 
deeply than all others that we stand not only at the turn of a century, 
but at the turn of a millennium, that all political movements of the 

last era are outmoded and quite new forms must be found in order to 
solve the questions of our age. 

The political unification in Germany has developed with 
wonderful rapidity. Structures which many thought could never be 
destroyed have collapsed as if they never were. 

Parallel with that goes the establishment of a social column which 
should bear the coming German house. All the different businesses, 
these hundreds of unions, have disappeared. From all circles men 
are now gathered to give the form to the new social idea. It is 
understandable if the new German state machine still creaks at many 
ends and corners, especially because many still throw sand on it, even 
consciously. But there is no doubt that here a great will is at work 
which extends uniformly to all fields of life and, after the political 
unification, there emerges now before us even the world-view 

question. 
It would be going too far if one wished to maintain today that the 

entire nation is already National Socialist in its thought and belief. 
But we can already say one thing: what we call the heroic world feeling 
is today alive among all German national comrades. 
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Heroic world feeling has nothing to do with aggressive militarism. 
I should like to attempt to illustrate that with an example. 

When our comrade Maikowski was murdered by Communists in 
the night after the accession to power of our Fiihrer he was buried at 
the expense of the state and laid in state in the cathedral. There the 
then priest, and today Bishop, Hossenfelder spoke. He said at that 
time some words which shone through like a lightning bolt into the 
entire spiritual situation of our people, words, thus, of revolutionary 
consequence, of which the audience and the speaker himself perhaps 
did not think. He said: “Our comrade Maikowski has joined the charge 
of Horst Wessel”. One must imagine what these words, spoken in a 
Christian church, signify. Earlier centuries have painted the beyond 
to men in frightful torments, hundreds and hundreds of pictures give 
evidence of this feeling of anxiety, of the fear before tortures which 
await us in the beyond. This feeling of anxiety tore and broke apart 
the so-called mediaeval man internally. A later superfluous 
humanistic goal has painted heaven with white clouds and angel- 
forms with palms in their hand and with harp songs. That was the 
superficially imagined heaven of the good bourgeois society. 

Now comes a Christian priest and confesses his belief in a heroic 
picture also of the beyond. He recognizes that the whole of life is 
battle, but that this battle is tested in the economic life, in the artistic 

life, in every creative formation, and that, without this inner feeling 

of combat, there would be no states and cultures on this earth. 
If past ages appealed to cowardice and eternal fear, the secret of 

National Socialism is to be sought in the fact that Hitler appealed to 
the courage of the German people. He has, through this appeal to 
daring and courage, slowly drawn out the best from the German 
people and only this retinue then found the ability to gather around 
itself the remainder as well and lead in the liberation of Germany. 

The task which stands even today before every National Socialist 
is to strengthen the inner transformation in oneself and to preach this 
transformation to all others and to expand around oneself that 
atmosphere of invincibility which our enemy actually broke in our 
innermost. Then we must say one thing: they have indeed persecuted 
us, but this persecution had no great style. It did not come from a 

strong belief and therefore the terroristic acts of the old system 
remained finally without effect. The masters who have now run off 
had in their innermost a feeling of inferiority. They all had the feeling 
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that they belonged not on ministerial seats but on the gallows. This 
feeling finally made them weak, whereas the other feeling brought 
us victory. This change of character, this belief in new and still 
primeval character-values was bound to a world-view which we call 
racial science, a world-view which today is still misunderstood in 
the world. For, this science is not a preaching of racial hatred, but a 
preaching of racial consideration. It declares nothing further than that 
every person conscious of honour must pay heed to his inner voice, 
through which he recognizes that it is no accident if, in this world, 
men of different colours and different minds live and these men 
produce different sorts of states and different sorts of cultures. 
Precisely this consciousness will produce also, through an inner 
respect for oneself, chivalrousness of manners and respect for every 
genuine race, a chivalrousness which seemed to have well-nigh 
disappeared from the earth in the last centuries. 

If today the white man strives in all the world for his validity, 

that is absolutely not a condemnation of the other races. We 
understand when the Japanese and Chinese point back to their own 
great culture, and we do not at all think - in contrast to an arrogant 

age of the past - to cover these great peoples of the East with a so- 
called European cultural work. We believe that a Japanese Emperor 

would be right if as the Minister in Japan he would reject a mixing 
between Japanese and white men. Precisely in this way do we 
however claim that we cannot have Jewish Foreign Ministers who 
dared to write: “If the German Kaiser had won, then world history 

would have lost its meaning” .” 
We believe that those states which still combat this world-view, 

all had reason to pay heed to it and to test the matters for themselves 
at home, in their own mind. The white American must soon take the 

racial problem into view whether he wishes to or not. If however he 

should take the battle in the coming decades under much worse 
circumstances, then he will be able to ascertain that the two million 
Jews in New York will finance the black army against him. 

We believe that even the proud Great Britain had reasons to take 
the problem into view. If we read in English newspapers that it is 

indeed frightful what an arrogance once again comes alive in 
Germany, then I believe - if this view should really be taken seriously 
in England - that therewith the foundation of the British world empire 
itself will be shaken. For, only in this sense, finally, did the British 
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empire arise. One therefore has reason not to scorn arrogantly the 
new world-view in Germany, but should confront it with deep 
seriousness, for this problem is also a problem of England. 

I believe further that even the French have enough reason to re- 
examine their colonial policy and that they must at one time obtain 
the awareness of the impossibility that there can be black judges over 
white men in Africa or that a white woman can go arm in arm witha 
white man through Paris without it seeming extraordinary. We hope 
that even the French recall that the old Paris of Sainte Geneviéve was 
another Paris than the present-day one and that the problem is based 
also in the core of the French people. Even they must think that, 
beyond the Mediterranean, armed Moroccans and blacks could 
become a danger for Europe, as once the Syrian and African slaves in 
Rome did. 

Those are ideas which move us today, but of which we believe 

that even the other nations have every reason to re-examine seriously 
whether something valuable is not present therein even for 
themselves. What occurs today in Germany in this great battle is a 
new ranking of values. Men always fight about what should be 
considered as the highest worth and in many centuries this highest 
worth has changed. The Middle Ages arose under the sign of a 
confessional battle, under the sign of the proclamation of a belief as 
the highest worth. Until this battle was dissolved by worldly dynastic 
power battles. For decades, Europe stood in the midst of different 
wars which dynasties and House powers conducted with one another. 
Until, finally, the republican idea rose and in the 19th century allowed 
the class war to grow. Under the sign of this class war, the political 
struggle has gone through all the nations. 

Now we have fought for these ideas even in our souls. Every single 
person among us is the arena of all these ideological systems, the 
arena of what must be considered as the highest worth. 

Some who investigated the system of National Socialism have 
said that it is a political power movement. They were right, but it was 
too little. Others have said that it is the battle for a new social idea. 
Even they were right, but even that was too little. 

If we ask ourselves in our innermost: what is the essence of 
National Socialism, then we must say: it is the battle for character 
values, for the reestablishment of the national honour as the highest 

worth in this world. And because it is so, the 20th century of the 
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National Socialist Revolution feels itself so closely bound to the old 
Prussia. For that reason it is no accident for us, but the deepest symbol 
that this state was founded on the most holy grave of German history, 
on the sarcophagus of Friedrich the Great. 

The essence of the first German Reich, of the Holy Roman Empire 
of the German Nation, was a futile effort to accept and continue a 
late Roman form once again: the universalistic world monarchy. Thus 
the Caesaro-Papacy battled for centuries with the Papo-Caesarism 
for predominance until the Roman Reich collapsed and the second 
German Reich arose, in which many thought they saw their dream 
approaching fulfilment. Many looked to Versailles at that time in the 
January days of 1871. But many felt quickly that this splendid, strong 
Reich worthy of much reverence did not however possess a deep 
foundation in terms of world-view. The prophets of this age have 
recognized this for centuries, have expressed it, have suffered under 
it, but it finally came about that this Reich created once by Bismarck 
was the battling ground only of economic ideas, and that the worth 
of this Reich became business, so that finally Walther Rathenau could 

say: “Economics is destiny”, that is, profit is above everything else! 
Even this Reich has collapsed, along with much good which has 

gone down with it. 
If we wish to describe the essence of the Third Reich, then we 

must say: it is the first German national state. In this great battle, in 
the struggle for the fulfilment of the first German state and the 
realisation of the highest values, for which we have fought for 14 

years, our entire life stands today until its end. And I believe that this 

battle is worth being fought. It is a prelude to what we call eternal 
blessedness, a battle which we wish to transmit to all coming 
generations and if we remain faithful in this battle then we may say 
at the end: no god can demand more of us. 
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“The Jewish question in the world battle”, 
Speech given on 1 December, 1938, in the Rifle Club 

House at Karlsbad, on the occasion of the bye-election 

to the Great-German Reichstag.™ 

I have chosen Karlsbad as the conference place because here 17 years 
ago a world congress of Zionists took place which at the same time 
represented a symbol of all-Jewish triumph. In 1921, the Jewish leaders 
from all over the world came to Karlsbad in order to establish their 
politics uniformly in all states. In honour of them the government of 
Benes had prepared for these days Hebrew postal stamps and forced 
the public buildings to raise the Zionist flag. At this congress speeches 
were held which show today in their minutes how very much Zionism 
ruled both the Jewish high finance and the Jewish leadership of many 
Marxist so-called workers’ movements and was ready to lay out 
money all over the world, and also the revolutionary forces in the 
different states, for the Jewish world politics. The president of this 

world congress was Professor Chaim Weizmann” who is even today 
the leader of world Zionism. 

This Weizmann took part in the so-called Balfour Declaration, 

in which, as is well known, Great Britain pledged to establish in 
Palestine a Jewish home, to make “all efforts” to achieve this goal 
and at the same time to take care that no damage would be done to 
the “rights” of the Jews in other states. The Entente aimed at that 
time, in 1917, at setting up the political activity of the Jews in the 
whole world for themselves and at directing it against the German 
people. Zionism in Germany later openly admitted that the Jewry in 
Germany placed itself univocally behind the Balfour Declaration, that 
is, for England and for the dismemberment of the Turkish state bound 

to Germany. The 16-delegate conference of the German Zionists in 
June 1920 was opened with a thank you to England and at the 
conference in London, in 1920, the German representative explained 
precisely: “The German Zionists have, immediately after the Balfour 
Declaration, openly declared that they stand behind this policy”. The 
Frankfurter Zeitung of that time drew the conclusion that the Balfour 
Declaration was a “ferment of the (English) victory”. 

The political co-operation of the entire Jewry against Germany is 
therefore today a fact that can be proven by the minutes, but at the 
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same time already in these days triumphant voices rang out which 
demonstrate that the world Zionism reached its successes even with 
direct Bolshevistic threats. 

When, after the war, the then and current president of Zionism 
touched Palestinian soil for the first time, he spoke triumphantly 
words which today must resound in the ears of all Europeans. He 
explained that the Balfour Declaration was not reached through 
miraculous acts but through unheard of demonstrations of Jewish 
vitality; he added, literally: “We said to the decisive personalities: 
We shall be in Palestine, whether you wish it or not. You could 
accelerate or delay our coming, but it is better for you to help us, for 
otherwise our constructive power will be transformed into a 
destructive one which will bring the whole world (!) into a ferment.” 

This same man thus opened in 1921 the Karlsbad world congress. 
Here there entered along with him the English leader of the proletariat, 

who was also a Zionist, the engineer Kaplanski,’° who explained: 

“Our fortune and a proof of our vitality consists in the fact that we 
can rely on the proletarian forces of England ... Our political work 
must consist in our finding the active support of the English public. 
We must prove to the English public that behind us a real power 
stands”. Thus this Zionist leader, exactly like Weizmann himself, 
almost undisguisedly threatened already with a Marxist enterprise 
state leaderships which are not inclined to bow to the Jewry and its 
interests. And the president of Zionism took up these unabashed 
suggestions and explained that if one thinks that the Jewry has 
devoted itself to operate as an agent of English imperial politics in 
Palestine, one stands ona false foundation, and, continued Weizmann, 
“itis however a different coincidence of interests, precisely that which 
Kaplanski directed one’s attention to, but thought that we overlooked 

this coincidence. That is what one calls in English “goodwill”, the 
“goodwill” of the Jewish people. England with its world-embracing 
glance has perhaps, for reasons which I should like to suggest, 
understood more, and more quickly, than any other nation that the 

Jewish question roves over the world like a shadow and can become 
an enormous power of construction and an enormous power of 
destruction (!). And England has understood us (!)”. Here therefore 

it was more clearly threatened before the forum of the entire world 
public to set forth the enormous forces of destruction - the direction 
of which the Jewry has at its disposal - , under given circumstances 
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even against England. 
But one should not think that this demonstration which here in 

Karlsbad had assumed this degree remained the only one, for a few 
months later the same professor Weizmann and the Jewish English 
Minister Mond held two talks in Oxford in which they recorded these 
threats anew in order to carry out the Jewish violation in Palestine. 
Weizmann explained that there exists fore and aft a community of 
interests between the government of Great Britain and the Jews of 
the whole world; and once again he added, insolently threatening: 
“A broken agreement could perhaps be more costly than the 
maintenance of an army in Palestine. The greater an empire is the 
less it can allow itself to break its word ...” And the “British” Minister 
and Jew Mond added: the Balfour Declaration had the success “to 

unite in the midst of the world war a powerful amount of Jewish 
sympathies in the states of all the continents on the side of the powers 
that were allied”. “The setting up of the public opinion in favour of 
the Jews was at that time not without value when the Americans were 

proceeding to ally themselves in the war with the Allies”. Even this 
speech of the “British” Minister proved that here a Jewish world 
power, supported on enormous financial means and supported on 
the leadership of the proletariat revolutionary movements in almost 
all countries, was decisively working at the collapse of the German 
Reich. Above all other evaluations of the Jewry and above all the 
attacks on their cultural disintegration, this world political fact 
remains the undeniable pivot from which the operation of the world 
Jewry is to be judged. 

When the collected powers of the enemies abroad and the traitors 

in the country under Jewish rule had succeeded in destroying 
Germany, a Jewish shout of triumph over this German downfall went 
through all the nations. Oskar Cohn™ received the financial means 
from Jewish comrade Goffe from Moscow for the goals of the 
Revolution, and it was the same Cohn who then, shortly after the 

opening of the Revolutionary Parliament, soon went to its tribunes 
and called out: “Today the proletariat has power in its hand, there 
will be no more “Friedrich the Only’s in Germany”. 

What the Hebrews of the November Republic trumpeted out 
triumphantly as their victory, what they carried out in Germany as 
anti-German propaganda against the German people for 14 years, 
consciously and without the contradiction of any “good” Jews, 
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represents even today the immediate action of Jewish world politics. 
Only when Germany picked itself up under Adolf Hitler’s leadership 
in spite of all these infamous attempts and experienced its great 

rebirth, these powers which camped in Germany strove seriously to 
force this new Reich to its knees from outside. The entire boycott 
propaganda was conducted by Jewish consortiums in New York. 
Hand in hand went the attempt to encircle this war-worthy and 
industrious Germany politically, and here the Jews from Paris, New 
York, London worked together in order to close the ring around Adolf 
Hitler’s Reich against the interests of the French, English, or of any 
other nation. The Czechs had obtained the task of furnishing the 
dynamite, as it were, in order to blow up the European state systems. 
The Jewish emigrants provoked from Prague not only against the 
life- necessities of the German nation, but operated therewith also 

against the well understood life-necessities of the Czech and Slovakian 
people. In a blood-bath of all the nations of Europe one hoped to be 
able to lead in the downfall of Germany, and in that one spoke, with 

a halo, of the West, of world culture and of civilisation, one set up the 

politics of other nations too without any consideration of their cultures 
and their traditions. 

One may observe these developments in other states not so 
superficially as upto now, with the naive conviction that Great Britain 
has concluded a friendship for ever with the world Jewry. That was 
indeed the attitude of the entire politics over long years; today this 
fraternization begins to avenge itself. Weizmann had here in Karlsbad, 
and later in Oxford, openly threatened with the two levers of Jewish 
world power: with Jewish money and the revolt of the proletariat. 
He had triumphantly said that this threat had led to success in 1917 
and Lloyd George had in 1920 telegraphed the English mandate in 
Palestine after the conference of St. Remo: “I do not doubt that the 
Jews of the whole world will cooperate with Great Britain.” And that 
has happened. In a country which has been inhabited for many 
centuries by Arabs and is Arab land, the Jewry has been pressed in 
like a lasting infusion of poison, as it were. Hundreds of thousands 
have, with the help of enormous Jewish capital, already penetrated 
into Palestine, and the British army has, in the course of these 14 years, 

had to repeatedly suppress the uprisings against the Jewish 

plunderers. Courageous proofs did not lack in England that this 
politics could, seen from a long-term point of view, be disastrous for 
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the British people themselves. The Lords Sydenham and Lamington 
have protested in the English Upper House against the fact that Great 
Britain had to take the responsibility for “this entirely mixed society”, 
who became “automatically British citizens”. A Lord Douglas had 
similarly spoken out in alliance with other unions, whereupon 
Weizmann, the President of the Zionists, replied: “It may displease a 
number of Arabs, it may displease also a number of antisemitic 
bureaucrats, but for that reason we shall not give up our ideal. We 

shall have to render these powers harmless. That is an extraordinarily 
hard task, but I think that we shall fulfil it”. Weizmann had here 
pointed to a fact which is extraordinarily important. That is, the British 
bureaucrats who doubtlessly came into the country as great Jewish 
friends became, in the course of their activity, all of them antisemitic. 

They have warned England from there not to introduce violent 
measures in favour of the Jewish parasitic people. But their warnings 
were, under the Jewish pressure in London itself, but above all from 

New York, once again thrown to the winds and today Palestine is a 

fire-place which smoulders in the middle of the timber-work of the 
British Empire. There two powers are crossed which are not limited 
only to Palestine, for the longer the fire continues in Palestine so much 

more do the resistances against the Jewish tyranny in all Arab states 
and beyond that in the other Moslem countries consolidate 
themselves. The English soldiers believe that they fight for the British 
Empire, and they fight however for the violent injection of the Jewish 
poison into communities with which Great Britain has to reckon. I 
recently asked an Englishman whether he too did not believe that 
without the Jewry Great Britain would have been able to make an 
arrangement with the Arabs in Palestine, as is the case with other 
Arab states. This question was posed to a pro-Jewish Englishman 
and he admitted that this would certainly have been the case, that is, 

a country not at all belonging to the Jews was thus violated in favour 
of Jewish rule. Those instruments of pressure of which the Jewish 
leadership spoke 17 years ago continue to operate openly even today 
in the strongest measure. England, which has made politics with the 
Jewry, finds itself today world politically before the fact that even 
the British interests stand in open opposition to the enormous claims 
to power of the Jewry at least in one place, no matter whether many 
wish to perceive that or not. 

And here I may recall also English history. There was a time when 
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the Jewry, at the end of the 13th century, economically ruled, that is 
exploited, England almost entirely. On that the well-known English 
historian Trevelyan reports in his History of England and adds: “During 
the reign of Edward I, this unfortunate system found its cruel end 
(1290). In that he drove the Jews out of the island, he acted in the 
sense of the best men of his times”, that is, even today one must admit 

that at that time the best men rose to make an end of the Jewish rule. 

And exactly in this way can we say today: When Adolf Hitler drove 
the Jews from power, he acted in the sense of all good men, but he 

has also therewith consciously and according to a world-political 
standard saved Europe. For that reason we may repeat today once 
again what we emphasized earlier: Europe is today most consciously 
represented by two states: by Germany and Italy. Both have made 
the cut between nationally bound interests and a parasitic politics 
and both have therewith produced the preconditions for an organic 
relationship between the different nations. We hope that this 
relationship of the old cultured nations of Europe will be 
comprehended increasingly deeply as our common destiny and 
cannot any longer be prevented by anti-European Jewish interests 
which have set for themselves today the same goal as earlier: not to 
let the peace of Europe emerge, but to disintegrate this Europe finally 
with the help of artificially provoked feelings of hatred, and, if 
resistances should be set up against this politics, to destroy it in a 
bloody delirium. 
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Europe’s Revolution”, 

Vélkischer Beobachter, 12 May, 1940." 

On 10 May, 1940, the National Socialistic Revolution and, with it, the 

National Socialistic Reich entered the decisive stage of European 
preservation and world-political ratification." When we saw in 1933 
the powers hostile to us in the Reich brought down, we knew that 
they indeed did not represent German phenomena, but were 
essentially in their leadership the extended arm of international 
powers. We saw also how much the traitors of Germany driven from 
there bound themselves immediately with their old spiritual comrades 
and contract-givers in Paris and London, in Vienna and in Prague, 

and called forth to life once again a common agitation against 
Germany. We knew that the Jewish high finance had declared war 
against Germany with all its subject powers, for, this Germany had 
first of all, and for all peoples, visibly broken the dictatorship of the 
Jewish stock-exchange lords, driven all stainers of German culture 

and the German past and these knew only too well that in great crises 
even recovery may infect. In these years, the enemies of the German 
Reich must have ascertained that even in other states men actually 
existed who awoke from the Jewish-democratic hypnosis and began 
to wish to change even the fate of their own country for the better. 
What in the beginning still paralysed the powers of decision to attack 
us was the hope that Adolf Hitler would not be finished with those 
problems which the earlier power-holders who had run from there 
had left behind for us. They knew what a degeneration was 
intellectually instituted, they knew what economic and social chaos 
existed in Germany; they knew what hatred had arisen once again in 
Germany in every class and believed that the National Socialistic 
Revolution would be ruined by mismanagement after half a year, at 
most after a year, and that then an attack could be undertaken without 
risk! 

Here lies the decisive failure of thought of all those who stand 
today raging and yet inwardly powerless before the power of the 
German Reich raised high. We National Socialists are of the conviction 
that the Churchills and Reynauds are plucking out their last hairs 
and heap themselves with complaints that they did not attack us 
already in 1933 as they had wished. The fact, however, that they 
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abstained from that lies not only in the former conviction that we 
would “be ruined by mismanagement”, but also in the clear 
knowledge that their peoples were not to be called forth to a war 
without a visible reason, that an occasion visible to all was not visible 

and that the social problems themselves occupied them daily whereby 
it seemed impossible to lead the nations exhausted by fighting once 
again to war without a reason perceptible to all. 

In this great political process from 1933 to 1940, the single decisive 
fact is proved that, in spite of all screaming about democracy and 
humanity, the peoples could no longer, in increasing measure, believe 
in these “ideals”. Once, in the age of the French Revolution, it may 
have swept along the masses because this generation was filled with 
hatred against the absolutist regime of the 18th century. At that time, 
the masses united at first this hatred against the decayed and corrupt 
present, they celebrated enthusiasts and dreamers in the conviction 

of leading in a “new, better, world”. The first revolutionary surge 
soon collapsed upon itself, and the 19th century meant the progressing 
degeneration of the enthusiastic ideas of the 18th century. Fraternity 
turned into the rule of money; humanity turned into the most brutal 
economic imperialism which the world had ever seen; the 
consideration of men for one another turned into the systematic 
physical poisoning of entire peoples through opium wars and calico 
trade. Blooming industries of old cultured nations were destroyed 
by the trash from Manchester - and not only from Manchester - and 
over all there triumphed then only one power over all other ideas: 
profit! 

Within this process which received a doubtlessly also grandiose 
facade through a colossal development of technology, millions upon 
millions were socially stunted and the more these powers were 

concentrated from below, the more did the capitalistic trust- and 

financial interests merge together. What we experienced later as social 

desperation even in Germany and what smouldered under the surface 
in England exactly as in France are the immediate results of this 
unscrupulous economic imperialism. Once, in 1919, in Versailles, it 
had the power of the entire world in its hands, but it did not bring 
world-peace but a world-exploitation of the greatest degree, did not 
bring national justice but the most stupid anti-European dictatorship 
that anti-European corrupt brains could ever have thought of. 

Here lies the essence of the great discussion which the present- 
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day world-political regulation has assumed. England, incapable of 
grasping a new age, has established its politics only in an extra- 
European way, and established all dealings on the mainland of Europe 
only from the security of its Empire outside the European continent. 
France, petty, misguided and impotent, could not separate itself from 
its old outdated idea of dismembering Germany. Both political efforts, 
if they had succeeded, would have had to lead to a powerlessness of 
Europe and the partition of the most diverse powers of the European 
mainland. Europe would have been present, at most, as a formless 
hinterland of the British insular empire, that is, that power which 
once determined the fate of the world would have been dissolved 
and been made incapable of action for coming ages. 

Beyond all other feelings and thoughts, therefore, the National 

Socialistic Revolution has united the 80 million Germans in a great 
Reich, at the same time, however, also introduced once again the 

unification of Europe. It may be that, in the states of the north or of 
the south-east, one considers this great phenomenon still with 

mistrust, indeed in places with rejection, but if the leaders of these 
nations now ponder more deeply on the fate standing before us, then 
however they must perceive some facts finally. The blockade by 
England shows that the possibility was actually present that hundreds 
of millions of Europeans saw their fate lying suddenly in the hands 
of a single enormous world- economic undertaking called the British 
Empire. The finance from London and the fleet politics led by it had 
the power to cut off entire groups of people from the necessary means 
of life and powers of existence, to destroy them economically, to drive 
them against one another politically and therewith to make the profit- 
interests of the Jewish-English stock-exchange the law of Europe. The 
hypnosis of this possibility was so strong that only few could think 
of a change of this situation. Above all, there was no one who had led 
together the peoples of the north and of the south-east in Europe 
under such an all-European idea. Here now the German Reich has 

entered into its old European mission and shows in the 20th century 
that the attitude of the German Reich in the early Middle Ages was 
no accident but a necessity, a necessity not only because the Germanic- 
Teutonic power developed itself into fullest elevation, but also because 

of the knowledge that if Europe wished to preserve its independence, 

this was to be made possible only through an organizing power on 
the European continent itself. 
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The present-day 80 million people of Germany awakened once 
again to its pride could not satisfy itself with a possibility of the 
constriction of its entire existence through an extra-European 
commercial power. It has, through its speaker, Adolf Hitler, 
smoothened, as we all know, all paths to an understanding both with 
the English and with the French. The representatives of these nations 
have found open doors in Germany, one has over and over again 
opened to them a European cooperative work, naturally under the 
self-explanatory condition that, just as Germany was ready to observe 
the life-necessities of the others, it also must at the same time insist 
on the demand of seeing the possibility of existence and free life of 
the great German nation secured. Nevertheless, one has always 
returned in London and in Paris to the most petty, backward, intrigue 
politics. Not a single great man was present there worthy of being 
the partner of Adolf Hitler or Mussolini; a great hour found pathetic 
dwarfs. One blabbered out the old words which one had pronounced 
under quite different circumstances in past centuries; one still 

stammered something about ideals of mankind and humanity and 
had, however, not a single ounce of true humanity to bestow. 

In view of this fact which becomes increasingly clearer, the 
German Reich has drawn the internal and external consequences and 

no one has watched so indefatigably over the strength and honour of 
Germany as the Fiihrer. What therefore has explained the war today 
is the economic-capitalistic 19th century led by the Jewish-British 
greed for profit and what stands on Germany’s side is the awakened 
20th century! As a bridge between the two ages lies the cleft of the 
entire Versailles system. 

The ideas which march today with the standards of the German 
Reich are the ideas of a rising new age against the crumbling, worn- 
out ways of speech of hypocritical officials of international finance. 
What National Socialism and its world-view mean for Germany we 
old National Socialists know as well as the entire generation of young 
men who have emerged, from a great awakened instinct, for the 
defence of the new Reich. But what the National Socialistic Revolution 
means for all nations, for all of Europe, will be tested and hardened 
in this war. It means, even when many statesmen do not yet wish to 
perceive it, the liberation of all European nations from the nightmare 
of a finance-piratical system which was up till now strong enough to 
develop from its hand death-threatening powers of destruction. 
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It means that the European peoples proclaim together under the 
common German battle vanguard the freedom of the entire European 
continent from extra-European profit interests. 

It means that all these nations, forced by the English blockade, 
must reconsider their entire economic policy, their entire export 
policy, and therewith their entire political regime. 

It means that the peoples of the south-east, along with the peoples 
of the northern territory, must set up the most precise investigations 
on how their reciprocal self-maintenance is possible without the 
assistance of extra-European powers. It means that here the German 
Reich comes into appearance power-politically as the decisive 
reloading point of these living-spaces. 

It means that this balance, which lies in the life-interest of all these 

mentioned peoples, will be possible solely through the decisive 
political and military weight of the German central Europe. 

The nations will in future in this way, perhaps often under 
temporary renunciation of customary enjoyments, never see their 

immediate existence threatened and then, to be sure, not in the sense 

of a large capitalistic league of nations come to a common European 

co-operation. There is in life not only the so-called unrestricted battle 
for existence, but also, scientifically expressed, a so-called symbiosis, 
that is, acommonality of work for the guaranteeing of quite different 
types and peoples. That is doubtless the new European trend which 
today begins to be fulfilled in a great destiny, and we are of the firm 
conviction that here the National Socialistic German Reich is the 
pioneer of this new European freedom and new order. (The coal 

agreement between Germany and Italy is an example of this European 
solidarity). We are of the firm conviction that these ideas will 
gradually be taken possession of by many other nations and that these 
will be strong enough to recover from the English sickness called 
stock-exchange democracy. 

Therefore the war, which now has begun, visible to all the world, 

on 10 May, 1940, is a revolutionary war of the greatest scope. The 
National Socialistic Revolution which saved Germany has thus 
become the vanguard of the preservation of the life-rights of the entire 
European continent. It strikes down the life-hostile decayed pieces of 
an economic imperialistic age and lays with the stride of its armies 
and the power of its ideals firm foundations for a new cohabitation 
of the European peoples. 
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That which was thought of for us in order to destroy us: the British 
blockade, had logically to be extended even to other nations which 
had done as little for England as we had. The Jewish-English 
imperialism had to threaten even their life-nerves, and for that reason 
has the march of the Germans to the north become the rescue of the 
entire living-space of the northern peoples for the future. Therefore 
the exchange of goods with the south-east means the stabilising of 
the national economies of these peoples of the Danube territory in 
opposition to the credits of the banks and stock-exchanges of Paris 
and London which suck up these peoples. The 20th century has 
emerged visibly to the entire world on 10 May, 1940. An old age sinks 
under the march of the German army, and the entire German people 

stands today in the consciousness of conducting for ever their own 
battle for freedom, at the same time, however, also in the 
consciousness of bearing on their strong shoulders, with the Idea of 
it, a great mission, for coming centuries, for the entire sacred continent. 
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From Letzte Aufzeichnungen: Ideale und Idole der 

nationalsozialistischen Revolution, 

Chapter 8: ‘National Socialism’. 

No constitution, however cleverly thought out, can guarantee a lasting 
security. If a democracy tends to chaos, a Fiihrer-principle tends to 
autocracy. Besides, foreign political conditions can create social 
conflicts, and human sufferings thereby break through many limits 
in spite of all attempts at restraining them. Destiny cannot be 
contained in paragraphs. Nevertheless, a foundation which binds all 
must be sought. To create this, however, is possible only if with deep 
instinct the character attitude of a nation is comprehended, its 

historical reaction to the given human surroundings, its settlement 
space with its legalities and - as today - an immediate experience 
which forces one to the examination of all questions as never before. 

National Socialism was ideal and organisation, but it did not yet 
become form. This recognition had occupied me in the observation 
of the development already long before the war, and I had begun to 
work on a long work, perhaps under the title: The Power of Form. The 
basic idea was that revolutions of a historically given situation are 
won through ideas. Organisations thereby are changing means to an 
end. Revolutions can maintain themselves only when they become 
form, that means natural custom, common basic spiritual attitude, 

general character reaction to the environment, and finally spiritual 
discipline. That alone secures an organic continuity, if the creator of 
a great ideal is dead and fate does not grant any congenial successors. 
Over such times only a general life-form - one can call it also a type 
(not pattern) - can help. This precept is valid for all fields of life. 

I had prepared some 400 pages which were left lying in the war, 
which were rather sharp in their expression and, later, in mature age, 

should have been newly revised and in many points expanded fully. 
These studies on the state, science, church and art were lost, a copy in 
the Air-Defence cellar in Berlin, a second in the mine in upper Austria, 
the third among my documents seized in Banz Castle. Even considered 
from this task, a great work of the German nation, National Socialism, 

broke before it could become a formed tradition. If I lay down in the 
following some thoughts on political formation, it is because I have 
experienced both: birth, victory of the ideal, when I was active in its 
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battle for life - and collapse of its supporting constructions. For: the 

party was not anything more, and one had dismantled the structure 
of the Reich without putting it together anew earlier. 

* 

This following sketch is of a purely theoretical nature because the 
present is too dark to be able to speak more concretely about it. Ideas 
on a foreign policy can thereby in general not be founded from 
unequivocal facts which lie before us. Even of a comprehensive 
juridical elaboration there can be no mention: only attitude, direction 
and form-principle. 

1. The state leader - president, leader, protector or Reichsfiihrer - is 

elected by the entire population. For the election the majority of all 
the drawn votes is necessary. In a final ballot only the two candidates 
with the greatest number of votes can compete. The period of office 
amounts to five years. The state leader is the chief commander of the 
army. No personnel union with the office of the Chancellor. The state 
leader can be unrestrictedly re-elected. 

Foundation: Since the post of a state leader presupposes a known 
personality, an election through the entire population seems correct 

because, in the case of this presupposition, character, the soul of the 
nation, mentality, trust, can immediately be satisfied, which is to be 

fully taken into consideration in the case of the German nature, if a 
representative of all should really emerge. The German wants no 
merely representative nonentity. 

A personal union between the state leader and the Chancellor is 
no longer possible after the present collapse of trust. For the same 
reason the army must stand under the commanding authority of the 
state leader. Only the future can ascertain his appellation. A dynasty 
cannot come into question, since in the case of a biological exhaustion 
of power of a family, a personality reverence becomes impossible, 
quite apart from other dangers. 

If it were possible to effect elections according to the decimal 
system, here a political rhythm with the rhythm of the rest of life 
would run, which is not to be underestimated as a forming power at 

all. 

2. Leadership, government and representation of the people are 
accomplished by the Chancellor, the senate and the parliament. 

The Chancellor is nominated by the state leader, the ministers are 
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nominated by the latter on the advice of the Chancellor. The 
Chancellor proclaims the guidelines and cannot be outvoted by the 
cabinet. 

The senate has the task of listening to the speeches of the Reich 
ministers on proposed measures of basic importance and of taking a 
standpoint regarding them. It has the right to offer initiative plans to 
the Chancellor. The senate is comprised of 30 delegates and 31 
nominated representatives. The minimum age of a senator is 40 years. 
30 members are sent by: producers, city councils, German trade unions 
- workers’ fronts, socio-economic unions - directors of universities, 

churches ... They require the confirmation of the state leader. 31 
senators are directly nominated by the latter. The proceedings in the 
senate are confidential, no member may keep a record or diary of 
them. The senators serve for five years, the state leader can nominate 
them anew after the expiry of this limit. The senate cannot be 
dissolved. 

The parliament is elected by the people for five years. The territory 
of the Reich is divided into 500 electoral districts in which the parties 
can name their candidates. The candidate who receives the most votes 

in the electoral district is considered elected. 
The Chancellor and the ministers present their policies before the 

parliament. The latter can by itself bring initiative laws before the 
cabinet. If a proposal for a law of the government is rejected in 
reviewing it three times, the Chancellor must submit his resignation 
to the state leader. The latter can call a new Chancellor, dissolve the 
parliament with a further election or let the Chancellor serve until 
the close of the electoral period. 

A resignation of the government must take place if the senate 
and parliament speak out against them with a two-thirds majority. 
In this case the state leader must call a new chancellor or order new 
elections for the parliament. 

The state leader declares a war only after the hearing of the 
Chancellor, the President of the senate and the parliament. 

Foundation: The continental democracy with proportionate 
franchise leads necessarily to party anarchy. With the projects given 
above it seems possible to institute: continuity, real responsible rule, 
overcoming of a majority demagogy, the summoning of men of great 
accomplishment from all professions to responsible cooperation, 
hindrance of party splitting. 
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The principle of the summoning of the Chancellor, the nomination 
of the senate, the election of the parliament leaves to the government 

the necessary right, just as it also secures all possibilities of a serious 
control. 

3. The members of the senate and of the parliament have the right 
and the duty of free objective expression of opinion. They should not 
be hailed to responsibility on account of their political office, or 
otherwise harmed. In the case of all crimes covered by the penal code, 
they are subject to the same decisions as the other state citizens. For 
the legal prosecution no removal of the merely political ‘immunity’ 
is required. 

Foundation: The earlier democratic immunity had often grotesque 
consequences, if members of parliament could be confirmed in their 

professions and practically hardly be prosecuted even for insult and 
slander. That was as much a violation of the law as the arbitrariness 
of police imprisonment in the Third Reich. 

4. For the government of the German provinces, the state leader 
names, on the advice of the Chancellor, representatives who are at 

the same time presidents of the provincial governments. The 
representative calls his cabinet in his own responsibility. The senators 
and deputies of his province stand at his disposal for advice. The 
representative is bound to the guiding principles and instructions of 
the national government. The duration of his office amounts to ten 
years. 

Foundation: Such a regulation secures the unity of the Reich in 
the field of politics and the principles of a general maintenance, but it 
leaves the representative directorially full freedom in culture and in 
the other formation of native life. He remains continuously advised 
by the senators and the members of parliament without the burden 
of a provincial parliament, which in every province would mean an 
enormous waste of powers. (Instead of the title of State Minister that 

of a Provincial Director must emerge). 

5. There are state citizens and state dependents. To the latter belong 
all newly resident. The Minister of the Interior determines the period 
of the acceptance as a state citizen. Only the state citizens have the 

right to passive and active vote and the exercice of political offices. 
All state citizens and state dependents are equal before the law. 

Personal freedom is inviolable. Sentences of imprisonment may be 
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proclaimed only by the judge. In cases of emergency, the police may 
deviate from this principle, but must within three days lay the case 
before the judge for judgement. The judge is on principle not 
removable. He is independent in his judgement, only subject to the 
law and his conscience. The Chief of Police is subordinated to the 
Minister of the Interior and may assume no other office outside this. 

The highest court is the national court. In the case of death, absence 
or other hindrance of the state leader, the President assumes his affairs. 

Foundation: The possibility of a gradation of political rights must 
be incorporated anew into the constitution in view of the experiences 

in many states. It is a guarantee of good relations, lets the state civil 
law appear as the result of accomplishment and makes possible a 
selection for the political leadership apart from other power factors, 
for instance financial. The same human evaluation need not once again 

let a feeling of inferiority arise, just as the judicial equality strengthens 
all personality guarantees. 

Electing a representative state leader seems useless, a governing 
of affairs in the case of the demise of the state leader by the president 
of the senate would be thinkable. The election of the president of the 
national court however should secure once again for the idea of law 

in German life its old place of honour in the consciousness of the 
people. 

6. The media of a nation are basically the property of the state or 
stand in its immediate disposal, above all radio and the press. The 
political news and information office is subordinated to the chief of 
the Chancellery. The representatives distribute the permission for the 
publication of newspapers and appoint the editors. The latter work 

in cooperation for the public welfare. Essays must appear under full 
name, and trademarks must be established in the imprint. Books and 
journals can appear freely in private possession. 

Foundation: The instigation of the peoples through private desire 
for sensation is a political disease of all democracies, a procedure 
against the decency of the peoples. No appeal to “freedom of opinion” 
can repair injuries which have been caused by irresponsible writers 
in world politics. On the other side, the attempt to give to the 
profession of an editor a higher worth worked finally in the opposite 
direction, when the Propaganda Ministry’” exercised a lasting 

pressure on all expressions and finally suppressed every manifestation 
even of cultural convictions. 
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The plan is so thought out that newspapers are granted by the 
state for all parties, corresponding to their strength, and the 

representative appoints the editors from these parties. In the case of 

all free expression of opinion, the interests of the Reich and of the 
people would thereby be secured. (Thereby, in addition, a limit is 
laid on the use of paper. The German woods should not be further 
destroyed or the imports of the nation burdened on account of 
enormous editions through a desire for sensation). 

Every editor has a duty to be objective from the will to the positive 
advancement of the topics. Drawing the limits in other respects can 
then be left just to life itself. In the field of cultural and scientific 
newspapers, all private initiatives can participate in the free 
competition. 

The chief of the Chancellery seems as the most unpartyish position 

to lead and supervise the information service internally and externally. 
Under whose leadership the radio in general is to be placed would 
have to be discussed thoroughly since it embraces all fields. The same 
is true of film production, especially in the production of newsreels. 

7. The youth are the rising generation of the entire people, they possess 
the right of organisation of free unions. The unions should not form 
the youth organisation of political parties, social groups or confessions. 
The union leadership established by the representation of the unions 
stands under the protection and care of the president of the senate. 
He grants the statute and order of business. For his activity there 
stand at his disposal the means for a youth project - hostels, travels 
and other concerns. 

Foundation: The youth groups of the old parties formed the point 
of departure of the division of the people. The same is true of the 
confessional youth unions in which, from childhood onwards, the 
particularist was prepared for the later battle of the Centre party or 

the Evangelist Union. Exclusivity, in the Hitler Youth, led, after the 

initial high flight, to a disciplining unbearable for the youth and the 
parent, in the national youth leadership more often to a character- 
damaging arrogance. The Hitler Youth however, as the successor of 
a youth movement that survived, is not to be thought out of history 
any more. For all of the future must be maintained: self-education in 
youth, orientation to national unity, consciousness of the national 

leadership of their obligation with regard to the healthy maintenance 

and all-round furtherance of the future nation. 
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That the supervision is given over to the president of the senate 
seems to be justified by the fact that the latter is raised above the 
daily politics, but the presidency of the senate is, due to this task, also 

directly bound to the growing life. The state leader himelf should not 
be burdened with organisational questions. 

8. All Germans possess the right to form political parties and freedom 
of assembly. The precondition is however the acknowledgement of 
the unity of the people and Reich and the overcoming of a class-war- 
or religious-basis. 

Foundation: This point is worth the most serious consideration. 
How should one see to it that a 9 November 1918 or a 8 May 1945 do 
not appear once again as a historical necessity? How can multiplicity 
and unity live together? How can means and ways be fought for 
honourably, if the same goal does not make possible a common 
ground for dealings? Only from this answer can also a stand be then 
taken to the organisation of the social life. It cannot be possible that 
parties possess a commanding post lying outside the Reich, whereby 
it is basically a matter of indifference how it appears to be formed. 

Further, it must be ascertained through special laws that the parties 
do not set up at assemblies party-troops apart from the security 
service. An occasional march can also be carried out in discipline 
without this institution. Breaking up of assemblies must be placed 
under the sharpest punishments, including the prohibition of 
provincial organisations or entire parties if their leadership is given 
to machination. 

9. The economic and social unions are collected into the producers 
and the German trades union (workers’ front). Free professions and 

cultural groups possess freedom of organisation. Freedom of 
conscience and freedom of religious confession belong to the basic 
rights of the Germans. 

Foundation: The idea of the healthy trade union became a victim 
of party division. Class war and confession war were concerned even 
here to create an electoral resource for themselves. The correct idea 
lay at the basis of the German workers’ front of overcoming this 
splitting up and of leading employer and worker to reciprocal 
understanding, not to basic battle. A special law must secure the 
carrying out of this idea, and a trustee of the Reich must be a non- 
party, authoritative arbitrator. A business is a unity just as the estate 
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or farm is. Incorporation of women into the social administration, 
laws for the protection of women, establishment of work service. In 
this regulation, the same is valid for the handicraftsman. The 
individual requires careful, legal consideration whereby the farmer, 
his health and security as the foundation of the national culture are 
to be taken into special consideration. It is to be examined further if 
the organisations of the free professions - jurists, doctors and cultural 
personages - should be collected in special chambers. Continuation 
of the Kaiser Wilhelm Research Society, of the German Academy and 

other historically conditioned foundations. The all-round freedom of 
conscience is to be secured, and the problem of film censorship to be 

clarified. 
This basic standpoint to the establishment of a constitution 

corresponding both to the German character and to the historical 
situation requires naturally the consideration of many more 
consequences arising therefrom; for example, the full authority of 
the state leader in a national emergency corresponding to Art.48 of 
the Weimar constitution, the hope that even former state leaders, 

former Chancellors, etc. are named as senators, the ordering of the 
affairs of the senate and the parliament, organisational structure of 
the producers and German trade union, of the different chambers, 

assuring that no records will be made of sittings of the national 
government, examination of the penal code, of the editorial law - all 

these are matters of progressing life which are no longer basically 
decisive. On the forms of old-age security, of the insurance system, 
on the relation of the state to the churches different opinions will be 
formed which characterise the aspect of the political parties and 
cannot, likewise, be firmly established in a basic constitution. For the 

institution of the national representatives, a prescriptive law will 
certainly arise according to which they are elected among the men of 
the concerned German provinces themselves. Estates and groups will 

nominate a certain larger number for selection than are to be proposed 

as senators to the state leader. 
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From Chapter 9: ‘World-views’. 

The great question of destiny of the 20th century could not be 
discussed in complete calm and objectivity because one problem cuts 
off its prospect: the Jewry. It must be said that those orders for the 
physical mass destruction of the Jewish people which Hitler 
apparently demonstrably gave were not understood by the hardest 
opponents of the Jewry. Through the fact of the destruction however 
all words of the battle - and war-time obtain in retrospect an uncanny 
sense, and the prosecution in Nuremberg has attempted nothing with 
more energy than to bring these into causal connection with the 
Auschwitz processes. The “final solution”, as the secret police 
declaration ran, was the plan and will of all of us, we formed a 

conspiracy in order to commit this crime. The prosecutors do not 

worry about the unhistorical aspect of such opinions from a purely 
retrospective view: they wish indeed to have their sacrifice as the 
“world opinion” demands it. 

Beyond that, an anti-judaic disposition is designated in general, 
if not directly as criminal, still as the preparation for crime. Offers of 
proof from me, for example, that it is understandable, indeed morally 
permissible, were refuted as inadmissible. When I wished during my 
witness-examination to speak about it, I was silenced. Thus there must 

remain the mass destruction and an evil mentality and agitation, 

defensible by nothing, as a preparation for the death camps. 

It goes against the grain for me to deal here with the Jewish 
question. It is as old as the Jewry itself, and always antisemitism was 
the answer to the emergence of the Jews - from Tacitus to Goethe, 
Schopenhauer, Wagner and Dostoievski. In Germany in 1914 they 
had all the rights, sat in the most important posts. “ Antisemitism” 
began with the “war societies”, it grew with their profiteering, and 
with their influence in the revolts of 9 November 1918, it emerged 
into the open with full consciousness. The alienness to German culture 

was expressed by the Jewry of all strata. The soldiers returning home 
were received by a Jewish professor (Gumbel) with the words that 
their comrades had fallen “on the field of dishonour’”. 

On a stage financed by a Jewish millionaire they had the Stahlhelm 
trod under foot and thereby declaimed a common verse with the 
reprise “Filth, away with it!” They rolled a Christ head over the stage, 
the crucifix served as a clothes clamp. During the increasing 
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unemployment, the chief organ of the Ullstein business demanded 
many times the emigration of German unemployed into the African 
colonies of France, to Argentina and Chile. In the meantime, Berlin, 
Frankfurt, etc., were filled by the new influx from the ghettos of 
Poland. Pornography spread over the country from the capital. 

Respectability and the will to cultural cleanliness, and the most 
basic justice, ordered one to enter against this entire phenomenon; 
for, that, for instance, the Berlin city hospitals had eighty percent 
Jewish doctors, not on account of their great performance, but because 
here too a Jew ina decisive position drew after him ten others, seemed 
as intolerable. 

We knew also who directed the Marxist papers with the 
provocation against us, with the result that over three hundred of us 
were murdered, over fourteen thousand wounded. Nevertheless, the 

new government let many tens of thousands travel quietly abroad 
after 30 January 1933. I openly championed - on 18 June 1933 and at 
the Party Day - a “chivalrous solution” to the Jewish question after 
the war. Nobody thought of concentration camps in general, let alone, 
then, gas chambers. But the emigrants were not satisfied with asylum, 
but began, with all-round support, a political and economic boycott 
against the Reich, followed by murders in Switzerland and in Paris. 
At that time, Hitler’s mood changed and Goebbels, as is established 

today, stirred up with all means this turmoil which he sensed. 

I do not wish to go further into all the cases, but place here a 
Polish document which was found in the Warsaw Foreign Office with 
many others in 1939. It speaks for itself and indicates the way for 
investigation: 

“German White Book”, 1940, No.3, p.15/16. Report of the Polish 

ambassador in Washington, Potocki, to the Polish Foreign Minister 
in Warsaw, dated 12 January, 1939. _ 

At the beginning he reports of “hatred against Hitler”. The 
propaganda lies “above all in Jewish hands”, almost all in radio, film, 

press and newspapers are Jewish. The American public has “no idea 

of Europe”. Roosevelt can distract the American attention and stir 
the hatred ever anew. Potocki names Bernhard Baruch, Lehmann 

(Governor of New York state), Felix Frankfurter, Secretary of the 

Treasury, Morgenthau, all “personally friendly with Roosevelt”. The 
representatives of the “true Americanism’, it goes on, “are basically 
however bound through inseparable bonds to the international Jewry. 
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For this Jewish international, which above all has the interests of its 

race in view, the establishment of the President of the United States 
in this ideal position of a defender of human rights was an inspired 
move. In this way they created a very dangerous hearth for hatred 
and hostility in this hemisphere and divided the world into two hostile 
camps”. - “Roosevelt was given the foundations to produce the 
colossal military provisions for the future war for which the Jews 
strive with full consciousness. Internal politically, it is very 
comfortable to distract the attention of the public from the 
antisemitism growing ever more strong in America, while one speaks 

of the necessity of defending belief and individual freedom from the 
attacks of Fascism.” 

Even this document was naturally read by Hitler, and it could be 
ascertained how far it contributed to his frightful decision. 

Precisely now, when the strongest complaints of murder are raised 
on the part of the four prosecuting parties, burst in reports from 
Palestine which are truly not only sensational but actually new world- 
historical symbols. 

After Paris, at the end of the 19th century, London became the 
centre of Jewish world-politics. Great Britain has approached the 

world Jewry increasingly generously, especially since the days of 
Edward VII. In the first world war, Palestine was promised from here 

to the Jewry. In spite of the protest of the Lords Lamington, Islington 
and Sydenham against this protectorate, London maintained this 
attitude of the greatest flexibility with regard to the Jewish wishes. 

Now, in spite of this fact, there occurred in July 1946 the following: 
on 25 July, 1946, Stars and Stripes (the American army newspaper) 
announced that Zionist groups have destroyed the British head 
quarters in Jerusalem, the King David Hotel, by a bomb attack. 43 
dead, 40 wounded, 65 missing. On 26 July 1946, the same newspaper 
informed from London that the British government has published on 
24 July a “white map” which contained the proof of a violent plot, 
and, among other things, seven telegrams which had been passed 
between the executive of the Jewish Agency’ in London and the 
Jewish organisations in Jerusalem in Spring 1945. It was further 
ascertained that the illegal Jewish military organisation (‘Palmach’) 
and the ‘Haganah’ worked under the political leadership of prominent 
members of the ‘Jewish Agency’ and had planned sabotage and use 
of violence under the leadership of the Jewish resistance movement. 
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Proofs of attacks on the railways, the Haifa refinery, etc. were given. 
As the ‘white map’ establishes, 153 explosions were undertaken on 
the Palestine railway. 

The ‘Jewish Agency’ has prepared an important “incident” as a 
warning of the world Jewry to H.M.’s government. 

* 

Further, as explanation: 
The ‘Jewish Agency’ is the supreme council of the world Jewry in 

general. It arose on the basis of the political influence of the Zionist 
world organisation under Chaim Weizmann. Since the liberal, 
orthodox and other Jews did not wish to join Zionism, the ‘Jewish 

Agency’ was formed, and Weizmann took over in a personnel union 
also the leadership of the non-Zionists. The seat of the official 
executive was London, from where the plot against England’s position 
in the East emerged. The actual headquarters is today perhaps in New 
York. 

There arose a radical opposition to Chaim Weizmann under 
Vladimir Jabotinski,’® the so-called ‘revisionists’, whose following 

were mostly eastern Jews. They demanded not only Palestine but 
also Transjordan and the expulsion of all Arabs from this ‘living space’ 
which they had voluntarily left more than two thousand years ago. - 
Jabotinski died. There arose many illegal terroristic unions, constantly 
fed by immigrants who had been smuggled in, among others the so- 
called “Stern Gang”, whose members murdered the British Minister 

for the Near East, Lord Moyne, in 1944 in Cairo. Now it has blown to 
the winds even the British headquarters in Jerusalem. 

Weizmann explained already at the beginning of 1920 in a speech 
in Jerusalem: “We said to the decisive lords (in London) that we shall 

be in Palestine whether you wish it or not. But it is better for you if 
you wish it, for otherwise our increasing strength will transform itself 
into a destructive one which will set the whole world in a ferment” 
(Jtidische Rundschau, No.4, 1920). 

At the Karlsbad Congress later he said that a broken British 
promise could be more costly to bear than the maintenance of an 
army in Palestine. On another occasion: the Jewish question goes like 
a shadow over the world and can become an enormous power of 
construction or destruction. 

England had, in the first world war, promised the then Turkish 
Palestine both to the Arabs (see Gordon’s exchange of notes, published 
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by the Arabs) and to the Jews (Balfour Declaration of 2 November 
1917) at the same time. On account of the good relations to be striven 
for (oil-politics) with the Arab states and Muslims in general 
(Transjordan, Iraq, Iran, Hejjas), England could not, in spite of the 
best will, satisfy all Jewish wishes, which led to heavy attacks and a 

perceptible shift of the Jewish world-politics to the American Jewry 
(Rabbi Wise). Thus there stands against England the threat from the 
side of New York and Moscow with which the eastern Jews maintain 

a close feeling. 
So it was not enough to make the Zionist Mond (Lord Melchett) 

decisive in the Conservative Party, and the Jewish Professor Laski’™ 

the Chairman of the Labour Party. 
Generosity was understood as a weakness. All calls for help of 

the English officers from Palestine were ineffective for twenty years. 
Now however the attack on their headquarters seems to have called 
forth some defence. 

It remains to be seen how these matters will develop. At first the 
British Chief Commander Nahost explained that the British-Jewish 
relations have been almost irreparably destroyed. The commander 
in Jerusalem, General Barket, announced that all Jews are participant 

actively or passively in terrorism. Many thousands of Jews had to be 
placed in concentration camps. A search of the great synagogue in 
Tel Aviv brought forth great quantities of weapons; English uniforms, 
false 10-shilling notes with manufacturing material were found. The 
Arabs explained that they did not wish any more to sit at a discussion 
table with the Jews. An Arab delegation visited the Pope and 
emphasized that, in an Arab Palestine, the absolute security of the 
holy places of Christianity would be guaranteed. Laski flew suddenly 
to Moscow. 

The German government had not set up in 1933 a state court for 

the investigation of the Jewish - and Marxist - agency. It did not raise 
even a complaint of high treason on the basis of the speeches at the 
conferences of the Zionist provincial unions in Germany, much less 
was the centre of Jewish world organisations, that is the Jewish 
Agency, blamed officially for a violent conspiracy, as this would have 
been completely demonstrable just from the speeches of its president, 
Dr. Chaim Weizmann. Even Hitler wished at that time surely to draw 
a line under what had already happened. 

The proceedings in Palestine however have now hardened the no 
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longer deniable fact that goodwill, generosity, with regard to a world 

historical presumption does not help at all, that even the best friends 

will fall under bombs, and be forced to endless flexibility. 

The British Empire, which lets itself prosecute us here, has itself 

had to do more than we did in 1933! 
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Footnotes 
1. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, pp.277-296. 

2. Ferdinand Lassalle (1825-1864) was the founder of the German Social 
Democratic Party which grew out of the trade union movement established 
by him in 1863 called the General German Workers’ Association. 

3. Wilhelm Weitling (1808-71) was a Socialist activist whose writings, Die 
Menschheit: wie sie ist und wie sie sein soll (1838-39), and Garantien der 
Harmonie und Freiheit (1842) made him the leader of the workers’ movement 
before 1848. In 1843 he was imprisoned for his Communist agitation and 
forced to leave the country. Fleeing to London, Weitling encountered Marx 
but broke with him and in 1848 returned to Germany. There he edited a 
journal, Der Urwahler. Facing renewed persecution, Weitling returned to 
London and, then, New York, where he edited between 1850-55 the 

newspaper The Workers’ Republic. After the failure of a plan to found a 
Communist colony, Weitling withdrew from politics. 

4. Ludovic Lazaraus Zamenhof (1859-1917) was a Polish physician and 
philologist who published his Lingvo Internacia in 1887. 

5. Walter Rathenau (1867-1922), industrialist and statesman who became 
Foreign Secretary in 1922. He was assassinated by German nationalists. 

6. Bernhard Dernburg (1865-1937) was a banker and politician who served 
as Secretary of State of the Colonial Office in 1907. In 1919 he was 
representative of the Deutsche Demokratische Partei in the Weimar 
Republic and later that year, Finance Minister. Dernburg served also as 
Vice-Chancellor during the Scheidemann cabinet. 

7. Referring to Rathenau’s declaration that there is a group of three hundred 
people who direct the economic fate of Europe (see Carrol Quigley, Tragedy 
and Hope, Macmillan, 1966, p.61). 

8. Theodor Herz] (1860-1904) was a journalist and playwright and founder 
of political Zionism. Author of Der Judenstaat (1896) and Altneuland (1902) 
which envisioned a Jewish state in Palestine, Herzl organized the first 

Zionist Congress in Basel in 1897 as well as the five following Congresses. 

9. cf. Rosenberg’s essay ‘Sowjet-Judaa’ in Kampf um die Macht, 297-303. 

10. Léon Blum (1872-1950) was the first Socialist Prime Minister of France 
(1936-37). Blum maintained political influence until 1948, when he was 
deputy Prime Minister. 

11. Theobald von Bethmann Hollweg (1856-1921) was the son of a Frankfurt 
banker who served as Prussian Minister of the Interior in 1905 and became 
Reichskanzler and Prussian Minister President in 1909. Bethmann Hollweg 
was a moderate Conservative and the steps he took during the war made 
him unpopular with both right- and left-wing politicians. He finally 
resigned from his office in the face of Socialist opposition in 1917. 

12 Maximilian Harden (born Felix Ernst Witowski) (1861-1927) was a Jewish 
publicist and founder and editor of Die Zukunft. After 1918, Harden 
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10. 
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championed the Socialist cause. A few days after Rathenau’s murder, 
Harden was also wounded in an assassination attempt by Conservatives 
and had to flee to Switzerland. 

Lev Trotsky (Bronstein) (1879-1940), Russian Communist leader. Exiled 
to Siberia in 1898 for his revolutionary activities, Trotsky escaped in 1902 
to England where he founded the Russian Social Democratic Party. After 
the Revolution of 1917 he returned to Russia from America and joined the 
Bolsheviks. He served as Commissar for Foreign Affairs and War 
Commissar and organized the Red Army. His differences with Stalin, 
Zinoviev and other leaders caused setbacks in his career and in 1927 he 
was eventually expelled from the Communist Party. First exiled to 
Turkestan and then expelled from the USSR, Trotsky was murdered in 
Mexico in 1937. 

David Lloyd George (1863-1945) was a Liberal politician who emerged as 
a national leader during the first World War. Though he signed the peace 
at the end of the war, he later criticised its terms. He retained his power 

until 1922. 

Arthur Balfour (1848-1930), the nephew of Gascoygne-Cecil, Marquis of 
Salisbury, was a Conservative politician who became Unionist Prime 
Minister of Britain from 1902, succeeding his uncle. As Foreign Secretary 
in 1917, he signed what came to be known as the Balfour Declaration 

which favoured the establishment of a Jewish home in Palestine. 

Helmuth von Moltke (1848-1916), Chief of the General Staff who resigned 
after the German defeat at the Battle of the Marne. 

Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 204-7. 

Friedrich Ebert (1871-1925) was a Social Democratic leader who headed 
the provisional government in 1918 and, in 1919, became the first president 
of the Weimar Republic. 

Philipp Scheidemann (1865-1939) was one of the three leaders of the Social 
Democratic Party after the death of August Bebel. In Oct. 1918 be was 
appointed State Secretary in the Kaiserreich and after the war became the 
principal political figure. Between February and June 1919 he served as 
the President of the Weimar Republic. Always a target of extreme right- 
wing nationalists, Scheidemann was forced to emigrate on Hitler’s 
accession to power in 1933. 

Otto Landsberg (1869-1957) was a Social Democrat and Minister of Justice 
during the Weimar Republic. 

Joseph Wirth (1879-1956) was a left-wing member of the Centre Party and 
in 1920 became Finance Minister. Between 1921-22 Wirth served as the 
Reich Chancellor. His nationalist views were close to those of the right- 
wing nationalists since he was in favour of a revision of the Versailles 
Treaty and a reestablishment of German power, even at the expense of 
Poland. 

. Rathenau concluded a treaty with Russia at Rapallo. 
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23. Reprinted in Kamp um die Macht, 312-5. 

24. In 1887-89, 1898-1900, and 1909-10. Oskar Strauss served as Secretary of 

Commerce and Labour under Theodore Roosevelt in 1906-09. 

25. Nathan Strauss became with his brother Isidor head of the R.H. Macy 
store in 1896. He also served as New York Park Commissioner in 1889-93 

and as President of the New York Board of Health in 1898. 

26. i.e. the Biblical Jacob. 

27. Paul Moritz Warburg (1868-1932) was a member of the Federal Reserve 
Board under Wilson and later a member of the Board’s Advisory Council. 

28. Max Warburg (1867-1946) was a German banker and delegate to the 
Versailles Conference. 

29. Felix Warburg (1871-1937) was Chairman of the American Joint 
Distribution Committee and Chairman of the administrative committee 
of the enlarged Jewish Agency formed in 1929. 

30. Otto Hermann Kahn (1867-1934) was a banker and art patron. Between 
1903 and 1931 he was active on the board of the Metropolitan Opera Co. 
in New York. 

31. Allgemeine Elektrizitats Gesellschaft (General Electric Co.). 

32. Otto W. Warburg (1859-1938), professor in Berlin and President of the 
World Zionist Organisation from 1911-1920. 

33. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 124-8. 

34. Matthias Erzberger (1875-1921) was the leader of the left wing of the 
Catholic Centre Party and chairman of the armistice commission in 1918 
and Minister of Finance in 1919. He was assassinated by nationalists for 
his collaboration with the victorious Allied powers. 

35. Gustave Hervé (1871-1944) was a Socialist journalist and political activist. 
His early antimilitarist and antipatriotic agitations led to his imprisonment. 
But during the first world war he became an ardent nationalist and edited 
the anti-German paper, La Victoire. In 1927 he formed the French National 

Socialist Party which was however not very successful. He supported 
Pétain and the idea of an authoritarian corporatist state. He welcomed 
the rise of Hitler whom he considered at first to be an embodiment of his 
own ideas. In his France-Allemagne: Réconcilation ou la guerre (1931), he 
sought a peaceful association of Germany with France, but Hitler was not 

interested in such a peace. 

36. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 381-91. 

37. Austen Chamberlain (1863-1937), half-brother of Neville Chamberlain, 

was Chancellor of the Exchequer (1903-05; 1919-21) and Foreign Secretary 
(1924-29). 

38. Edgar Vincent, Viscount d’Abernon (1857-1941) served as British 
ambassador to the new German Republic from 1920 to 1926. His memoirs 
are included in his three volumes of diaries, The diary of an ambassador: 
Versailles to Rapallo 1920-22. (Garden City, N.Y.: 1929); Rapallo to Dawes 
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39. 

40. 

41. 

46. 

47. 

48, 

49, 

50. 

1922-24, 1930; and Dawes to Locarno 1924-26, 1931. 

Gustav Stresemann (1878-1929) was Chancellor of the Reich from August 
to November, 1923 at the head of a coalition government. After his 

resignation as Chancellor, he remained in the Weimar Republic as Foreign 
Minister. Apart from obeying the dictates of the Versailles Treaty, 
Stresemann was in favour of a reconciliation with France, accepted the 

Dawes Plan on reparations in 1924, the Locarno Pact in 1925 and led 

Germany into the League of Nations in 1926. The Young Plan of 1929 on 
reparations was equally supported by him. If these policies were not 
sufficient to anger the National Socialists, there remained the further 
intolerable fact that Stresemann was married to a Jewess. 

Edward VII (1841-1910), the son of Queen Victoria, became king in 1901. 

The Treaty of Locarno was signed in 1925 by Stresemann, Briand, and 
Austen Chamberlain. It confirmed the inviolability of the Franco-German 
and Belgo-German borders and the demilitarized zone of the Rhineland. 
Hitler violated this treaty in 1936 when he sent his troops into the 
Rhineland. 

. James Anson Farrer’s England under Edward VII was published in London 
in 1922. In 1925 there appeared a German translation under the title Die 
europdaische Politik unter Eduard VII published in Munich by F. Bruckmann. 

. Wilhelm Dibelius’ work, England was first published in Stuttgart in 1923. 

. Victor Wallace Germains’ The Truth about Kitchener was first published in 
London (John Lane) in 1925. 

. Sir Edward Grey (1862-1933) was Foreign Secretary from 1905-16 and took 
Britain into the first World War on the side of France. 

Sir Evelyn Baring, Lord Cromer, was a banker whose Egyptian policy 
included the installation of British advisers, headed by himself, in the 

Egyptian administration of the Khedive Tewfik following Gladstone’s 
suppression of the 1882 revolt of the Egyptian nationalist, Colonel Arabi 
Pasha. 

Herbert Henry Asquith (1852-1928) was the Liberal Home Secretary from 
1892-95, Chancellor of the Exchequer from 1905-08 and Prime Minister 
from 1908-16. 

Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 135-41. 

Alexander Kerensky (1881-1971) was a moderate Trudovik who 
nevertheless became Prime Minister in 1917 after the Revolution of 
February. While in power he sought to suppress the Bolsheviks but failed 
in his efforts. In October 1917 Lenin took power and Kerensky fled from 
St. Petersburg. His attempt to reconquer St. Petersburg with the help of 
Cossacks was crushed and he was forced to flee to the West. 

Alexander Israel Helphand (1867-1924) was a Russian Jewish Socialist who 
helped Lenin to reenter Russia in 1917 from exile in Switzerland. Helphand 
participated in the Revolution of 1905 but was arrested and sent to Siberia 
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from where he escaped to Germany. In Germany he succeeded in obtaining 
subsidies from the German government during the first world war to 
subvert the tsarist government. He funnelled funds from the German 
government to the Bolsheviks and acquired enormous wealth by his 
profiteering during the war. Lenin himself was so embarrassed of such a 
disreputable figure that he refused to let Helphand return to Russia after 
the Revolution of 1917. 

51. Grigori Zinoviev (1883-1936), Bolshevik leader next only to Lenin and 
Trotsky. Though initially opposed to Lenin’s assumption of power, 
Zinoviev was made Party chief and in 1919 head of the Communist 
International. In 1926 he was removed from his posts by Stalin and finally 
shot after a show-trial. 

52. Simon Wolf (1836-1923) was chairman of the standing committee of the 
Board of Delegates of Civil and Religious Rights from 1878-1911, President 
of the B’nai B’rith from 1904-05, and Consul General to Egypt from 1881- 

82. 

53. Louis D. Brandeis (1856-1941) was the first Jew to be appointed to the U.S. 
Supreme Court and became Wilson’s adviser. He was an ardent Zionist 
and instrumental in bringing about the Balfour Declaration which 
promised a Jewish national home in Palestine. 

54. Bernard Baruch (1870-1965) was Chairman of the War Industries Board 
1918-19 and, after the war, economic adviser for the American Peace 

Commission. Later, he became confidential adviser to Franklin D. 

Roosevelt. 

55. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 143-4. 

56. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 152-4. 

57. Aristide Briand (1862-1932) began as a socialist politician and became 
Premier and Foreign Minister of France in 1915. He obtained the 
premiership again in 1921 and served as Foreign Minister until 1932. In 
1921 Briand ordered the occupation of three German towns when Germany 
failed to satisfy the demands of the Versailles Treaty. 

58. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 358-61. 

59. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 391-6. 

60. Georges Valois (1878-1945) was the pen-name of Alfred Georges Gressent, 
founder of France's first fascist party. Valois was a royalist and a syndicalist- 
corporatist and joined the ‘Action frangaise’ and created the ‘Cercle 
Proudhon’ which attempted an alliance between Sorelians and royalists. 
Between 1922-25 he attempted a syndicalist-corporatist organisation to 
combat plutocratic plots against the French people. In November 1925, he 
formed the ‘Faisceau des combattants, des producteurs et des chefs de 

famille’, which however, as a populist organisation, faced the opposition of 
the ‘Action frangaise’. Valois gradually moved to a left-wing position and 
in the thirties was anti-war and pro-proletariat. He was arrested under the 
occupation as a resister and died in Bergen-Belsen in 1945. 
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66. 
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Fréderic Francgois-Marsal was Finance Minister in Clemenceau’s cabinet 

between 1920 and 1921 and again in 1924 under Poincaré. He was also 
the director of the Banque de l'Union Parisienne and supported the 
‘Faisceau’ of George Valois with donations through an intermediary, Van 
den Broeck d’Obrenau. 

Leon Blum (1872-1950), French Jewish Socialist statesman who served as 

Prime Minister 1936-37. He was imprisoned during the Vichy government, 
but survived to become an influential politician in the Fourth Republic. 

. Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 128-32. 

. See Paul de Lagarde, ‘Die Finanzpolitik Deutschlands’ in Deutsche 

Schriften, Gottingen, 1886, p.377. Lagarde was a Protestant theologian 
and Semitic scholar as well as one of the most original representatives 
of German Conservatism in its early phase. 

Walther von der Vogelweide (ca.1168-ca.1228) was a famous mediaeval 
poet who eulogized the ethos of the knightly estate. 

Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 76-9. 

Reprinted in Gestaltung der Idee, 70-89. 

Friedrich II (1194-1250) the Hohenstaufen was the grandson of Friedrich 
I (Barbarossa) and son of Heinrich VI and the Sicilian heiress Constance, 
Friedrich II. He acquired a broad liberal education in the court of Palermo 
and was made king of Sicily in 1196. In 1211 he was elected king in 
Germany and Holy Roman Emperor of the German Nation. Though 
Friedrich II did not spend many years in Germany, he succeeded in 
forming a tightly organised state in his Norman royal inheritance of 
Sicily. Many of the Italian states under his rule were however 
simultaneously under Papal control and the Pope fomented rebellion 
in the Empire by excommunicating Friedrich II in 1227. To conciliate 
the Pope, Friedrich undertook a crusade in 1228-29 when he was 
accompanied by Hermann von Salza. On their return to Sicily, a peace 
was signed with the Pope at San Germano (1230). A second attempt to 
acquire Italian states however ended in a second excommunication in 
1239. Later, in 1245, the Church council of Lyons officially deposed 

Friedrich II and substitute kings, Heinrich Raspe and Wilhelm von 
Holland, were set up by the Papacy. Friedrich II’s polices of 
governmental reform were set down in writing in his work, The 
Constitutions of Melfi (1231). 

Hermann von Salza (ca.1170-1239) was the fourth Grand Master of the 
Teutonic Order from 1209. He fought in the Near East and in Egypt. 
Between 1225 and 1230 he served as personal companion to Kaiser 
Friedrich II, thereby succeeding in acquiring several privileges for the 
Teutonic Order from the Papacy. 

Henry the Lion (ca. 1129-1195), Duke of Saxony and Bavaria. Although 
politically bound to the Emperor Barbarossa, Henry the Lion refused 
the latter help in 1176 during the battle of Legnano and thereby incurred 
the emperor’s enmity. Henry the Lion is famous for the founding of 
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Munich in 1158 and for the encouragement of mercantile settlements in 
the Baltic. 

71. Friedrich I, Barbarossa, (1122-90), belonged to the Staufen dynasty of 
Swabia and became Holy Roman Emperor of the German Nation in 1152. 
His political aims included the maintenance of supremacy in northern 
and central Italy without suppressing the Italian cities’ freedom, as well 
as a substantial influence on the Papacy without directly controlling 
Rome. 

72. Hermann Balk (d.1239) was the first Landmeister of the Teutonic Order. 
He established the Burg Vogelsang and appointed Salza as Grand Master 
of Kulm and Thorn. In 1237 he annexed the Schwertbriiderorden of 
Livland to the Teutonic Order. 

73. Luther of Brunswick (ca.1275-1335) became Grand Master of Brunswick 
in 1331. As the commander of the Order in Christburg, Luther was 
instrumental in the settling of numerous Germans in Pomesanien and 
Sassen. 

74. Heinrich von Plauen (ca.1370-1429) was made Grand Master of the 
Teutonic Order in 1410. He defended Marienburg successfully against 
the attacking forces of Poland-Lithuania after the battle of Tannenberg. 
After the Peace of Thorn, he faced the opposition of the trading cities 
Danzig and Thorn on account of heavy post-war taxes. When he planned 
a renewed battle with Poland, he was opposed by Marshal Ktichmeister 
and was removed from office in 1413. For ten years he was held in prison 
by Kiichmeister. 

75. The Battle of Tannenberg was fought in July 1410 when the Teutonic 
Order was defeated by Poland-Lithuania. The ensuing Peace of Thorn 
reduced Prussia to the condition of a fief of the Polish king. 205 knights 
were killed in the battle though Heinrich von Plauen prevented the 
conquest of all the lands of the Teutonic Order. 

76. Ulrich von Jungingen (ca.1360-1410) was made the Grand Master of the 
Teutonic Order in 1407. When King Vladislav-Jagiello of Poland and his 
cousin, the Grand Elector, Witold, of Lithuania sought to acquire 

Samaiten back from the Order, Jungingen declared war on Poland in 
1409. This war was ended by the Battle of Tannenberg in 1410 which 
marked the defeat of the Teutonic Order at the hands of Poland. 

77. Michael Ktichmeister (ca.1370-1423) was made Chief Marshal in 1411. 
He was instrumental in bringing about the downfall of Heinrich of Plauen 
and in 1414 he assumed the office of Grand Master of the Teutonic Order. 
However he faced renewed attacks from Poland-Lithuania in the summer 
of 1414 and finally resigned from his office in 1422 in favour of Paul von 
Rusdorf. 

78. Paul von Hindenburg (1847-1934) was the chief military inspiration to 
the Germans during the first World War. Hindenburg served as the 
Supreme Commander in 1914. After the war, he became the President 
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79. 
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of the Weimar Republic during the Chancellorships of Briining, Papen, 
Schleicher and Hitler. 

Dietrich von Bern is a legendary figure derived partially from the historic 
Theodoric the Great, the Ostrogoth king of Italy, 493-526. 

cf. Heinrich von Treitschke’s account of the Teutonic Knights in the 
fourteenth century in Das deutsche Ordenstaat Preussen, 1862, where 

Treitschke attributes the ossification of the Knighthood to the 
ecclesiastical curtailment of its organic integration into the land and the 
exclusion of the secular monarchical idea from its organisation: 

“The Teutonic Knights were only able to command an abundance of 
talent because they were continually recruiting their ranks from the 
German nobility. Masterless blades were eager to join the Brotherhood 
because as the royal families and the towns elsewhere in Germany grew 
stronger there was little hope for such men as these to rise. Those who 
were stirred by profound religious instincts, and those bold spirits that 
were attracted by the lure of ambition, naturally turned towards the 

sole place where one born among the minor nobles might have hope of 
rising to a princely throne. But for that very reason the Order's future 
depended upon what happened to be the position of the aristocracy at 
any moment in the Empire it could not expect to control. Nothing but 
the sanctity of ecclesiastical discipline endowed the Teutonic Knights 
with the energy that enabled them in stateless days to preserve the 
majesty of the State. But the more fully the consolidating State became 
aware of its secular aims, the more oppressive seemed the ecclesiastical 
forms that were essential part of its nature. Superficially regarded, the 
rule of this league of knights had nothing anomalous about it in times 
when it was usual to achieve important political aims by the united 
energies of corporations. But though we must praise the Order 
posthumously for having left nothing to occur by the simple power of 
organic growth, being determined to arrange everything in accordance 
with its own inviolable will, we must remember that it was rigid and 
inalterable, so that at a time when all was changing among its subjects, 
it met attempts at internal reform by a theocratic “non possumus”. Thus 
was a great gulf fixed between rulers and people when among the 
grandchildren of the first settlers a sentiment of Prussian patriotism 
began to develop, and the disgruntled aboriginal Prussians realized that 
their destinies were being decided by a circumscribed caste of homeless 
aliens. The immigrants and the offspring of permanent settlers were soon 
as mutually antagonistic as in Spanish America at a later date were the 
European-born and the Creoles. Indeed matters were even worse in Old 
Prussia, where the celibate German seignor was bound by no domestic 
tie to the subjugated country. It is true that the Order offered free scope 
to every man of exceptional energy, but only if he would take the vows 
that entitled him to the privileges of the organization. The independents 
among the gentry, unless sworn to chastity, were excluded from 
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independent political activity. The very Order which regarded the 
burghers of Liibeck and Bremen as brothers, showed theocratic mistrust 

by debarring the nobles of the country from entry. With frigid rationalism 
it might adopt every new political notion to which the times gave birth, 
but the basis of its constitution remained immutable. The monarchical 
idea, the only one that could lead the peoples of the Middle Ages on to 
enduring civilization, the idea whose redemptive qualities were being 
tried in France as early as the opening of the fifteenth century, could 
find no place in the Ordensland so long as the religious faith of the people 
made them regard as criminal the secularization of religious States. (tr. 
E. and C. Paul, Treitschke’s Origins of Prussianism, London; George Allen 
and Unwin, 1942, pp.102-4). 

i.e Brandenburg-Prussia. 

Reprinted in A. Rosenberg, Kampf um die Macht, pp.246-249. 

Reprinted in A. Rosenberg, Blut und Ehre, pp.267-69. 

Joseph Caillaux (1863-1944) served as French Finance Minister between 
1899-1902 and 1906-09. He was made Premier in 1911 but forced to resign 
in 1912 on the Moroccan policy. His opposition to the involvement in 
the first World War was reiated to his rather pro-German attitude and 
caused his imprisonment for treason in 1918. His trial in 1920 brought a 
three year sentence but was commuted and left him deprived of his civil 
rights for ten years. In 1925, however, he was called to head the Fir.ance 

Ministry once again. He supported Daladier’s attempt to negotiate with 
Hitler between 1938-39. When France was occupied in 1940, Caillaux 
retired to his estate and refused the Vichy attempts to acquire his support. 

Ignaz Seipel (1876-1932) was between Oct.-Nov. 1918 Minister for Public 
Works and Social Welfare. He acquired a leading position in the Christian 
Socialist Party and became Chancellor of Austria in 1922 at the head of a 
coalition government of Great German and Christian Socialist party 
members. Seipel was a critic of the parliamentary system of government 
and, in general, rather anti-democratic, preferring instead to strengthen 
the army. He resigned from office in 1929 but continued his political 
influence from behind the scenes. 

See p.10 above. 

Reprinted in Kampf um die Macht, 396-8. 

Eduard Benes (1884-1948) began his political career as a resistance fighter 
against the Austrians in 1914-15. He was made Foreign Minister of the 
Czechoslovak Republic after the war and, in 1935, President. In 1938, 

the Munich Agreement led to his exile from Czechoslovakia. 

Robert Gascoygne-Cecil, Marquis of Salisbury (1830-1903) Conservative 
politician and Prime Minister three times (1885-86; 1886-92; 1895-1902). 

Alfred Mond (1868-1930) was and industrialist and statesman who was 
created Lord Melchett in 1928. He developed his father’s chemical 
industry into the Imperial Chemical Industries and served politically as 
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Commissioner of Works and Minister of Health. He was Chairman of 
the Jewish World Agency. 

Stanley Baldwin (1867-1947) was Conservative Prime Minister from 1923- 
24, 1924-29, and 1935-37. To please Austen Chamberlain, Baldwin 

appointed his half-brother, Neville, as Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
followed Baldwin in 1937 as Prime Minister. 

Rufus Isaacs, Lord Reading (1860-1935), Liberal Jewish politician who 

served as Lord Chief Justice of Britain in 1913. He was granted a peerage 
in 1916 and made Marquess in 1926. As Lord Reading he served as 
ambassador to the U.S. from 1918 and Viceroy of India, 1921-26. 

Reprinted in Blut und Ehre, 355-81. 

Georges Clemenceau (1841-1929) was a radical Republican who was 
involved in the Paris Commune. His involvement in the Panama Canal 
scandal was linked to his association with the Jewish financier, Cornelius 

Herz, and he faced much public criticism on these counts. Between 1906- 
09 he served as Premier of France and headed the war government 
between 1917-20. He was belligerent in his attitude to Germany and 
urged France to fight the Germans in a paper he published called 
L’Homme Libre. Though this paper was suppressed in 1914, it reappeared 
a few days later under a new name as L’Homme Enchainé. Clemenceau 
urged the U.S. to join the war and was pleased that Woodrow Wilson 
responded favorably to his call. He presided over the 1919 Paris Peace 
Conference, reacquired Alsace-Lorraine for France and insisted on the 

disarmament of Germany. 

Jozef Pilsudski (1867-1935) headed the Polish national government 
formed at the end of the first World War. 

Rosenberg is obviously being diplomatic here since his own opinion 
was that the Jews were a racially distinct people who should hardly be 
considered as German citizens but rather nemeves from German territory 
altogether (see above p.12). 

John Simon, Viscount of Stackpile Elidor (1873-1954) was British Home 
Secretary between 1915-16, and 1935-37, Foreign Secretary between 1931- 
35, Chancellor of the Exchequer 1937-40 and Lord Chancellor under 
Churchill 1940-45. Simon served as leader of the Liberals in the thirties, 

but from 1936 favored Nazi rapprochement between Nazi Germany and 
Britain. He also supported the Anglo-French agreement with Hitler in 
Munich in 1938. 

Ramsay MacDonald (1866-1937), leader of the Labour Party 1911-14 and 
1922-31, MacDonald became Prime Minister in 1924 and 1929-31. Fr.m 
1931-35 he headed the National Government. 

Walther Rathenau was made Foreign Minister in February 1922. He was 
shot dead in June of the same year. 

100. Karlsbad was the former stronghold of international Zionism. 

101.Reprinted in Tradition und Gegenwart, 201-9. 
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Chaim Weizmann (1874-1952) began his career in 1904 as lecturer in 
biological chemistry at Manchester University. Later in 1916 he became 
director of the British Admiralty Chemical Laboratories. Associated with 
Theodor Herzl’s Zionist movement, Weizmann succeeded in winning 
for the Zionist cause the support of Lloyd George and C.P. Scott in 
Britain, and Justice Brandeis in the U.S. He was pivotal in the signing of 
the Balfour Declaration and served as President of the World Zionist 
Organisation (1920-31). In 1946 he moved to Palestine where, two years 
later, he became Israel's first President. 

Shelomoh Kaplansky (1884-1950) was a Labour Zionist who directed 
the Zionist Executive’s financial and economic council in London from 
1919-21. In 1924 he moved to Palestine. 

Oskar Cohn (1859-1934) was a Socialist politician who served as under- 
secretary of state for justice after the first World War. 

Reprinted in A. Rosenberg, Tradition und Gegenwart, pp.443-51. See also 
in this connection Hitler’s speeches on the subject of German foreign 
policy in Max Domarus, Hitler: Reden und Proklamationen, 1932-1945, 

kommentiert von einem deutschen Zeitgenossen, Bd. III, Leonberg: 
Pamminger und Partner, 1988. 

On this day Germany undertook the western offensive to preempt the 
use of the Netherlands by the Allies as a passage way to the Ruhr 
territory. 

i.e. under Dr. Joseph Goebbels. 

Vladimir Jabotinksy (1880-1940) was a radical Russian Zionist leader 
who served in the Jewish self-defence in Jerusalem and was sentenced 
by the British Military Tribunal for his participation in the 1920 Jewish 
attack on Arabs. Jabotinsky formed his own World Union of Revisionist 
Zionists in 1925. 

Harold Laski (1893-1950) was a left-wing political economist, leader of 
the Fabian Society and executive member of the Labour Party from 1936. 
In 1945-46 Laski served as Chairman of the Party. 
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The Myth of the Twentieth Century by Alfred Rosenberg 

“Along with Adolf Hitler’s Mein Kampf and Hermann Goring’s Germany Re- 
born, Alfred Rosenberg’s The Myth of the Twentieth Century created the basis 
of German National Socialist political thought. It may be compared with 
these other two works on several fronts. All three authors were practitio- 
ners of the social and political thought which they taught. None wrote in a 
vacuum. All were a part of the formation of their milieu. All saw the same 
perils in store with the political system which had operated through to 1933. 
All were anti Semitic, although Goring was overtly less so than the other 
two. All were supernationalists who operated in a world that was being 
drawn into a powerful internationalism. 

The Myth can be viewed as a sequel to Stewart Houston Chamberlain's 
Foundations of the Nineteenth Century. It is like that work, yet it differs from 

the Foundations in a number of vital ways. It filled many of the expectations 
Chamberlain had, although it changed a number of his goals. It could not 
have been written without the Foundations, and it is more than a sequel. 
From the introduction to the English edition by James B. Whisker, PhD 

Professor of Political Science, West Virginia University 

470 pages. ISBN: 0-906879-27-2 
Price: Paperback edition - £25.00, Hardback edition - £38.00 

Available from the Historical Review Press, 

PO Box 62, Uckfield, Sussex, TN22 1ZY, UK 



152 Alfred Rosenberg 

Also avalable from the Historical Review Press — 

RELIGIOUS ATTITUDES OF THE 

INDO-EUROPEANS 

By Prof. Hans Gunther. Pb 104pp. By studying the various different Indo- 

European languages linguists are able to gain some understanding of 

the original, common Indo-European tongue. Similarly, by studying 

the differing indigenous, pre-Christian, faiths of our various peoples Prof 

Gunter tried to establish what were the core spiritual values of the Indo- 

European peoples, before they were forced into the Christian strait-jacket. 

A fascinating study. 

4 Religious 
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Paperback, 104 pages. Price including postage: £7.95 

Available from the Historical Review Press, PO Box 62, Uckfield, 

Sussex, TN22 1ZY, UK. 

Full a full list of titles available from the HRP please send an 
SAE to the above address. Website: www.ety.com/hrp 
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Selected and translated with an introduction by Alexander Jacob 

The National Socialist movement has hitherto been dismissed as an 
ad-hoc racialist movement that had no serious political philosophical 
foundation. But one has only to read the several writings of the chief 
ideologue of the movement, Alfred Rosenberg (1893-1946), to discover 
not only a clear philosophical account, especially in his principal work, 
Der Mythus des zwangisten Jahrhunderts, (Miinchen, 1930) of what the 

regenerative movement of National Socialism sought to achieve in the 
Third Reich through its doctrine of racial worth and power, but also (in 
Rosenberg’s numerous essays) the ideological bases of the foreign 
political aims of the Reich during the Second World War. 

Rosenberg was born in Estonia, one of the Baltic provinces of Russia, 

and his youth was steeped in studies of the Nordic sagas and the works 
of Houston Stewart Chamberlain. It was Chamberlain’s Foundations of 
the Nineteenth Century which gave Rosenberg the inspiration to write his 
own major work The Myth of the Twentieth Century 

When the NSDAP acquired full political power in 1933, Rosenberg 
was given nominal control of the Party’s Foreign Policy Office. In 1934, 
he was appointed leader of ideological indoctrination and education. 
Only during the war, in 1941, did Rosenberg obtain a major political 
post as Minister for the Eastern Occupied Territories. At the end of the 
war, Rosenberg was arrested and tried at Nuremberg, where he was 
condemned to death by hanging on 15 October, 1946. 

- from the introduction by Alexander 
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