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6 years of the Imperial Heritage Act

Six years ago - on September 29, 19ZZ - the Reich Serbian Court
Act was promulgated. Its "basic idea" forms its introductory
sentences:

The imperial government wants to preserve the peasantfy as the
blood source of the German people while safeguarding old
German hereditary customs.

Farms should be protected from over-indebtedness and
fragmentation through inheritance, so that they remain permanently
in the hands of free farmers as the inheritance of the clan.

The aim is to work towards a "healthy distribution of
agricultural holdings", as a large number of
viable small and medium-sized farms, di stributed as
evenly as possible throughout the country, is the best guarantee for
the health of the people and the state.

The RekchS government has therefore passed the following
law. The basic ideas of the law are:

Agricultural and forestry property of at least one arable field and a
maximum of 125 hectares is an inherited farm if it belongs to a
person "capable of farming".

The owner of the hereditary farm is called Bauer.

You can only be a farmer if you are a German citizen, of
G erman orethnic German blood and respectable.

The hereditary estate passes undivided to the heir.

The rights of the co-heirs are limited to the remaining assets of
the farmer. Descendants who are not appointed as heirs
receive vocational training and equipment commensurate with the
strengths of the farm; if they fall into hardship through no fault of
their own, they are granted refuge at home.

The right of inheritance cannot be excluded or limited by
disposition of property upon death".

The hereditary farm is in principle inalienable and inalienable.
loadable.
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The big question for young people in Germany!

15.2.1SZS

It is a fact that all the achievements of a people, its culture and its
works, only benefit that people and remain in its consciousness as long as
there are still living descendants of those w h o once shaped its history.
Cultural works may still speak of the former cultural height of a people: just
think of the history of Egypt. But it is then a matter of chance whether such
historical documents will still be understood in later centuries. If the people
as such, to whom these cultural works go back, no longer live because their
blood has been | o s t, there may still be people under their name who
populate the land and feel like heirs. However, they are no longer the
physical descendants of the former creators of culture, but at best only the
bearers of their names; they no longer possess their blood-based creative
spirit, and so they are often not even in a position to administer what they
have inherited, let alone to understand it and develop it further.

The Hellenes are a good example. They are still known to us today
through their cultural documents; we know on the basis of these cultural
documents that there was once a Hellenic people. But despite their
often accomplished state creations, the Hellenes have not been able to
prevent the extinction of their blood: the Hellenic people of classical times
no longer lives today and its blood has been extinguished or seeped away in
foreign blood. Because t h e Hellenes began to disregard "procreation”,
even today no Hellenic descendants "testify" to the deeds of their physical
ancestors.Only the kindred blood of Germanic-German mankind has
rediscovered the cultural documents of the Hellenes and is able to
reproduce them in the old Hellenic sense. Without
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the related blood of the German
humanity ” would be “Hellas longest fallen
fallen into oblivion.

The Chinese people offer an opposite example. Their religion
prescribes the preservation of their blood through numerous
descendants: A large number of descendants is even the prerequisite for
Chinese religiosity. Despite all national and other catastrophes, the Chinese
people have therefore remained alive as a people throughout the thousands
of years and, through their existence, contradict all the intellectual
considerations of the West about the supposedly inevitable course of a
people's growth and decay. The fact of the Chinese people and the fact of its
vitality shatters all doom and gloom in the sense of Oswald Spengler.

Perhaps the contrast in the history of the development of the two peoples,
both ChineseandHe Il e ni ¢, is most clearly illustrated when one
realizes that Lycurgus, the legendary but in any case ingenious creator of
one of the most complete Hellenic state creations, the Spartanstate, was
not able to save the Spartan state into the present day because the blood of
the Spartans has since dried up. On the other hand, the descendants of
Confucius, who can almost be described as a contemporary of Lycurgus and
who had a decisive influence on the spiritual and moral attitude of the
Chinese, still live today in the same place, indeed on the s:;lme court, where
Confucius lived and worked in h i s time. In the 77th generation,
Confucius' grandson still bears witness to the deeds of his ingenious
ancestor, while non-hellenes - German researchers - are painstakingly trying
to reconstruct the work of Lycurgus in his creation of the state and the
traditions surrounding it. Confucius did not understand how to build a state,
but he breathed the will to eternal life into the soul of his people by making
the child the prerequisite of their religious faith and was thus preserved not
only in his works, but also in the living consciousness of his people and also
in their descendants of eternity. Lycurgus built the Spartan state, which is
unique in history, but he forgot,
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to impose on his people the will to eternal life through bodily after, come
and on the basis of this law of life to keep his state creation eternally alive
through the eternity of blood.

The question of the eternity of a people according to the law of life is
therefore essentially a question of whether a people is willing to live
eternally in its physical descendants and through its descendants; it is then
also a question of whether the people submits to this law of life of blood or
whether it no longer has the spiritual, moral or physical strength to do so.

It is a curious but historically verifiable fact that all peoples of Indo-
European or Germanic character have only ever survived if, in addition to
their knowledge of the laws of their blood, they did not lose their connection
with the land, and in particular that they only lived forever as long as they
were still able to be farmers and also professed peasantry.

The Germanic tribes entered European hi st o ry as afarming people.
And their peasant character is so pronounced that they deliberately avoid
settling in Roman cities and settle as farmers outside the cities in the flat
countryside. In the deified world of the declining Roman Empire, which had
completely succumbed to a Judaized plutocracy, the Germanic tribes
created a new land law of a peasant nature. If anything is capable of proving
the Germanic peasant origin of the Germanic peoples, it is this Germanic
land law within the Roman Empire.

These observations and statements also set the task for our time. We
Germans have entered history according to the law of Germanism.
Consequently, we must also observe the laws of life of the Germanic blood
if we want to keep ourselves alive and not condemn ourselves to extinction.
However, the vital laws of Germanism are rooted in its peasantry. It is from
the peasantry that Germanism rises in the early light of history, i t is rooted
in the peasantry, and from the peasantry it draws the sacred power of
eternal life. This is a fundamental law of Germanic life.
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If we are therefore faced .with the question of rural exodus today,
then this is not so much a question of our national food economy, it
is not an agricultural question, so to speak: rather, rural exodus is the
question of the existence and fate of our people. For the first time in
its history, our people must decide whether it wants to separate itself
from the peasantry or whether it wants to profess its allegiance to the
peasantry. The question of German peasantry is therefore not a social
question or even a question of estates, as many people think, but a
question of blood and thus a question of the eternity and future of our
people. This question, however, can only be answered by Germany's
youth, because only the German youth of today will one day be faced
with the decisive question of whether it wants to be the beneficiary of
today's historical years or whether it will be a trustee. German youth
must become clear to itself about what it can and wants in this
respect; it must then follow the path it recognizes as the right one

with the unbending firmness and determination to be a trustee. and
determination, the the national socialist
youth Adolf Hitler's until now in other
questions of our ‘national political
existence to tread used to has been. This

is actually all you have to say to the German youth on the question of
rural exodus, if you still have confidence i n their souls and their drive.



Blood and soil as the basis of life for the
Nordic apes

22.0 L9Z0

It is a remarkable historical fact that in their early history the Ger- mans
disregarded the cities of the Romans and generally settled in the
countryside. The behaviour of the Germanic tribes can be described as
contrary to all experiences with warlike nomadic peoples, whose conquests
are characterized by the fact that from fortified cities, or other city castles or
strongholds, the arable rural population is gagged and sucked dry. A
clear example in this sense are the Arab castles in the Alps, which
were able to dominate the lands along the Rhone for over 100 years.
The Valvaffore revolt in Lombardy, which broke out somewhat later,
proves that the old blood of the Lombards was preserved most intact
among the landowners in the countryside. It is also known that King
Henry 1 had to force his Saxons to move into the border town castles
he had built against the Hungarians in the event of danger, and that
among the Saxon nobility it was only by lot that it was decided who should
take up permanent residence in these newly built towns as castle captains
during the peaceful intervening periods.

These historical traditions correspond to the empirical fact of German
history that the Germanic families who move to a city die out very soon,
while the branches remaining in the countryside continue to flourish
unweakened. The chronicles of Liubeck, which have the merit of being
particularly comprehensive and complete, provide a clear example of
this: they clearly prove that the main branches remaining in the city soon
die out, while the collateral lines, which were established in the
surrounding area of Liibeck when the estate was built, survive.
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are still alive today. It is not for nothing that it has been said that the Stendal
patrician family of Bismarck gave us a

"Bismarck” would not have given it if the Stendal guilds had not driven it out
of Stendal, forcing it to retire to its estate.

The disastrous influence of the city on the Germanic family is, however,
countered by certain other observations: we need only recall Fliigge's work
on the "immunized families". It is doubtful, however, whether these urban
families identified by Fliigge, which repeatedly appear in leading urban
positions throughout the succession of generations, really refute the law of
the harmfulness of the city for the Germanic people. In my opinion, Fliigge
h a s so far failed to clarify two things: firstly, how these supposedly
immunized families lived, and secondly, what kind of women they married. It
is certain, for example, that many urban patrician families used to own
estates on which their children grew up: this circumstance prohibits such
families from being presented as purely "urban" families. Moreover, these
families often lived in the city in conditions that were at least very similar to
those of a small town today: | remember b e i n g invited to an old patrician
house on the cathedral square in Reval a few years ago, which today still has
a small farmyard included in its building unit. The whole layout of such a
house is almost like a country house transplanted into the city, but not an
actual town house.

— As for the women ""who were married by these immunized sexes, it
is clear that it cannot be indifferent with regard to the health of the offspring
and thus with regard to the longevity of the sex, whether one marries girls
w h o grew up in the city or those who grew up on their parents' country
estate.
— Fliigge has not yet paid sufficient attention to these two circumstances,
which are very important for the problem of immunized families.

The strong connection between land and gender among the Germanic

tribes can also be recognized by the fact that originally - as well as
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In England today, only those wh o owned land w e r e noble. It was
not until the end of the Middle Ages in Germany that all sons of a
nobleman inherited a noble name, a development from which the English
nobilitytri e d to keep away. The fact that the word "nobility" can also
be derived directly from the concept of land is demonstrated by Gilinther
in his well-known book

"Nobility and raffe" after.

The Jews behave quite differently in this respect. It is not to be claimed
here that city life is beneficial to Judaism. But it is an indisputable fact that,
taken as a whole, city life does no harm to Judaism. Within the Germanic
settlement area, Judaism has always been a predominantly urban
element; often it was even forced to live in more or less unhealthy urban
conditions. Even though city life may not have been good for individual
Jews, on the whole, a millennium of urban life in Germany has done no harm
to Judaism, and Polish cities, not the Polish countryside, are still today the
Jewish blood sources, one could say, for the Jewry of the whole world.

This strange contrast between Germanism and Judaism is strikingly
reminiscent of a phenomenon in the animal world. We have two types of
rat in Germany: the domestic rat and the Norway rat. Both species are
easy to tame. But the tamed domestic rats, i.e. the indigenous species,
hardly reproduce at all in captivity or only under the care of a very skilled
. keeper, whereas the Norway rat is so independent of its environment in
this respect that even under unfavorable captive conditions it still gives
birth to a large number of offspring. Rats bred for medical experiments
are therefore almost exclusively descended from the Norway rat. The
house sparrow behaves in a similar way to the house rat in captivity.

We do not yet know the exact reasons for these phenomena. It is likely,
however, that the nervous systems of native species and breeds are more
one-sidedly attuned to the environment than those of migratory species and
monkeys, and since all life processes in the body are 2*
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If the nervous system is subject to regulation in its course, then it is clear
that a disturbance of the nervous system must also result in a disturbance of
the physiology in the body; whereby the reproductive orga'ns, as the most
sensitive part of the body, are obviously the most likely to suffer a
disturbance. None of this has anything to do with "pharmacism", but most
probably belongs to the area of'germ-damaging agents (alcohol, nicotine,
etc.). In fact, recent studies have shown that in humans, for example,
emotional depression can be enoughtocauseacomplete cessation
of sexual glandular activity: Prisoner of war, judicial persecution of an
innocent person, etc. - From this point of view, an old Germanic legal
principle "Unfree air makes unfree" does take on a new light. According to
the Germanic view, anyone who settled among the unfree lost his freedom: a
point of view that would be correct if the Germanic tribes could be assumed
to have a special emotional sensitivity towards their environment. In fact,
animal breeding, for example, also shows that the care and rearing of rabbits
becomes more difficult as the nobility of the rabbits increases:
unsuitable caretakers and an unsuitable environment can cause
thoroughbred horses, for example, to waste away in a very short time, which
also reduces their performance.

Can this conspicuous dependence of the, Norse Raffe on rural life be
explained in terms of developmental history, or does the early history of the
Germanic peoples offer clues to a n  explanation? From a life-historical
point of view, the case would be immediately clear if the Norse raffe were to
be derived from an ancient settler and peasant existence, for then the
dependence of the Norse raffe on a certain kind of indigenous soil would be
explained; in my book "Das Bauerntum als Lebensquell der nordischen
Raffe" | have tried to prove this. But early Germanic history also offers clear
indications for learning to understand this dependence of the Nordic Raffe
onland and rural life.

For the pagan Germanic tribes, blood and soil are an organic unity. This
is briefly explained: the Germanic people linked the
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The "blood"” was believed to be the befarer of hereditary and sacred
qualities and that it was received from a divine ancestor. It was
believed that the "blood" was the bearer of hereditary and sacred
qualities and that one had received it from a divine ancestor. Passing
this "blood" on to descendants pure and unmixed was the task and
expression of the Germanic concept of God. Symbolically, this idea
was linked to the eternally burning hearth fire. It follows from this that
a "house" belonged to the hearth fire; this explains why the concept of
the house virtually coincided with that of gender:

"House of Habsburg" or "Me and my whole house". A certain piece of land
now belonged to this house as a feeder estate. Thus the terms "B | u t"
(family) - "Bode n"

- "Haus" - "Herdfeue r" parts in the area of reéponsibility in the idea of
gender. For these reasons, the Germanic concept of property, for example,
cannot be separai:ed from the Germanic concept of gender succession.

This organic unit of the "house" was headed by the head of the
household, the eldest of the family, both in terms of religion and the political
community. Within the house, leadership was the responsibility of the H au S
h e rri n, i.e. the wife. Although the Germanic wife was legally under the
control of her husband, this was not to be understood as if she h a d been
his servant. The husband only represented her externally and in religious
matters, while she held an actual position of mistress iﬁ the house by means
of the power of the keys.

This organism of the Germanic house, which grew together from the
blood and the soil, came into being in the service of the family. It is
therefore understandable that the inheritance of such an organization
could only ever be inherited by a son, who took over all the rights and
duties of the father. However, this was not an inheritance in the
modern sense. It is therefore not possible to speak of a
"disinheritance" of the other brothers. These non-inheriting brothers
could either light their own hearth fire on new land and thus found a
side branch of their family, or they could become unmarried followers
of kings or other powerful people. The "rice run” of the non
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The concept of Swiss farmers' sons inheriting their fathers' land goes back
to similar Germanic customs. - It is very rare to find the extended family
among the Germanic tribes, i.e. that younger sons were also allowed to
marry on their father's inheritance; however, they then remained with their
wives and children under the control of the head of the household, possibly
their eldest brother.

The husband or master of the house was a farmer. This word was directly
related to the concept of a house: Construction, building, bird-builder.
Peasantry was therefore a characteristic of the free, indeed its most essential
feature! Accordingly, the political assembly consisted only of farmers,

i.e. made up of landlords. The Germanic political assembly can be called an
association of householders.

It is clear that this incorporation of land into the idea of gender

entailed a binding nature of land ownership; land was not a freely
alienable commodity. But it is wrong to apply this land-ownership of the
Germanic tribes to the whole tribe and to speak of the tribe's superior
ownership of land. For the Germanic tribes, land was only ever tied to one
gender, never to the whole tribe. In this, Germanic tribes differed
fundamentally from the Celts and Slavs, whose attachment to land was
always related to their entire tribe; they always subordinated their idea of
gender to the idea of tribe. This is why neither Celts nor Slavs have genuine
peasantry in the sense of the Germanic tribes,
i.e. fully free men who, by virtue of their position as landlords, are the
bearers of the political community. Celts and Slavs know only the
tribal chieftain with his tribe who cultivate the land, whereby the land
belongs to the whole tribe, i.e. the tribe is not the sum of the heads of the
families, as is the case with the Germanic tribes.

The Germanic aristocracy was not fundamentally different from the
Germanic peasantry; in this respect, too, the Germanic peasantry was
almost abruptly opposed to the Slavs and Celts. The Germanic nobility was
initially nothing more than a peasantry, although the nobility was, so to
speak, a peasant family, of which one could make special mention.
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expected more leadership skills. The Germanic nobility was, so to speak, a
peasantry bred for leadership in the actual peasantry. Legally, nothing
distinguished the Germanic aristocrat from the Germanic peasant; peasant
and aristocrat were therefore not stratified, but were organized differently
into a class with graduated performance requirements in terms of gender. -
On the basis of self-government, these peasants elected their officials and,
where possible, chose them from the most distinguished families, in the
belief that the leadership talent bred through the generations was most likely
to be found in the most distinguishedfamilies.

The Germanic concept of administration and state - insofar as one
may presuppose these terms in their actual meaning among
Germanic peoples - was built up from the bottom up, based on the
lowest, fully free peasant and thus only the person willing to build up
the whole of public affairs. Inferior humanity was thus excluded from
the administration and regulation of public affairs.

If we summarize what has been said so far, it is easy to understand that
the Nordic raffe, which had built its entire morality on the organic unity of
blood and soil, must obviously also be a developmental result of blood and
soil. If we take our above consideration of the special sensitivify of a down-
to-earth raffe with reference to its environment, it becomes understandable
that any detachment of the Nordic raffe from the land and from rural life must
necessarily result in its carelessness; German history also proves this quite
clearly. On the other hand, however, we learn from these facts that every
effort here in Germany that really wants to help the Nordic raffe must strive
to restore the unity of blood and soil in relation to the Nordic raffe, if it does
not want to build on sand with its efforts.

So what is the situation in Germany in this respect? For this Germany is
first and foremost the reality with which the efforts of the Nordic movement
must deal.

In order to understand the state in which the German people find themselves in
this
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In order to fully understand how the German family is today, it is worth
taking a moment to look back at German history: The family-protecting right
of the Germanic tribes was preserved in custom for a long time and was also
transferred to urban conditions; the custom of regarding only the head of the
household as the actual full citizen was generally maintained until almost the
19th century. The peasant principle that a prerequisite for marriage was the
securing of food was also valid in the city, and the old guild laws can be
traced back to this fact. From a biological point of view, such laws had the
advantage that the possibility of marriage could only b e achieved after a
certain amount of probation, so that the candidates for marriage remained
subject to a certain amount of training. For inferior humanity, reproduction
on a legal basis was m a d e considerably more difficult, if not impossible.
However, such marriage laws also had the disadvantage that the individual
could not develop independently, but always remained part of a
superior whole. On this old German basis of marriage law, however, a
rich domestic culture blossomed, as did community culture in general, both
in the countryside and in the city.

Essentially, it was Hardenberg who destroyed these principles by
elevating the economic idea to the first principle and subordinating
everything else to it. Whereas previously money, i.e. the economy, and the
ego had been subordinated, so to speak, to the idea of sex and its roots, now
it was exactly the other way round; the ego and the economy were
subordinated to the idea of sex. In economic terms, this unleashed
unimagined energies in our national body. But all this was at the expense of
the idea of blood and soil. After all, as long as Germany remained an
agricultural country and was self-sufficient, the destructive nature of
Hardenberg's approach was only realized by a few people with a deeper
perspective.

Then came the foundation of the German Empire in 187N Germany's
geopolitical position and the efficiency of the German people drew Germany
into the global economy. This caused all branches of industry to flourish
and presented German agriculture with a completely new situation. German
agriculture was economically
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The state was not initially prepared to meet the bread needs of
industry. For this reason, and because industry obviously brought more
money into the country, the state b e g a n to promote industry and neglect
agriculture, probably in the h o p e that the global economy would already
satisfy industry's need for bread. At first, the landed classes tried to cope
with the new situation by working their land more intensively. But it
could never compete economically with the profit potential of industry. As a
result, work in the countryside became harder and harder. Inaddition,
the liberalist ideas since Hardenberg caused the understanding of the ties to
the land to dwindle. This led to a rural exodus in an effort to escape the
hardships of rural life and achieve an easier and more profitable
income in the city.

This development was disastrous in two directions. On the one hand, it
depopulated our best agricultural areas, mainly in the east, and on the other,
it drove our most energetic and best blood, and that was practically the
Nordic blood, away from the countryside and into the cities. Thus it came
about that our cities became bloated and our best blood was consumed in
them, while in our healthy regions an immigration of inferior elements from
the East set in. While the Nordic blood in the cities fell victim to undesirable
urbanization, we, on the other hand, nurtured inferior blood elements in our
healthy regions. From decade to decade until the World War of 1914-18, this
development took on an increasingly rapid pace, so that one could almost
speak of a "galloping de-normalization"” of the German whole. Added to this
was the bloodletting of the World War, which again hit the Nordic blood
hardest. If one leaves this development unresolved, then one can calculate
with mathematical certainty when there will be a "Germany without
Germans", i.e. when the last Germans in the citiesw i | | die out, while in
the German countryside inferior blood from the East will be allowed to
multiply unrestrainedly and on the healthiest possible basis.
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The Nordic movement, which has recognized that the blood question is
the key to understandi’ﬁg world events, has set itself the goal of saving
Nordic blood in the German national body as the true bearer of German
morality. If it really wants to do this, its task is self-evident from the situation
in Germany just described.

The task of the Nordic movement is to seek a way out of today's blood
chaos by struggling for a state in which the German man, and that is the man
of Nordic blood, is once again nurtured. All other races among the German
people have only given something to German cultural life in their respective
parts, but in any case never without an indirect or non-indirect connection
with the Nordic race, be it in terms of blood or in a conflict with it. Therefore,
the care and nurturing of the Nordic raffe is a thoroughly German task for the
German people, as well as a task of the German people for itself. This makes
it clear that the Nordic movement is not a residual romanticism for a raffe
doomed to extinction. With this realization, we can overcome any kind of
plagiarism, because to the extent that we save the Nordic man in the German
national body, we secure the future of German culture. All opponents of the
idea of blood in Germany have understood these connections very well, and
the clamor surrounding Giinther's appointment to Jena was by no means a
coincidence. )

For such reasons it is also unacceptable to speak of an opposition
between nationalists and supporters of the Nordic movement. Without an
affirmation of the question of the rapprochement, no state can be built on a
popular basis, and without a commitment to the idea of the people and the
state, the Nordic movement would in turn be up in the air, because
conditions in the state could take a direction of development that would
fundamentally cancel out any support for the Nordic rapprochement. We
summarize: As little as the Nordic movement has anything to do with curl-
walled Vodan romanticism, for it is only the application of racial knowledge
to political affairs, so surely every nationalist struggle movement is built
on sand, which out of cowardice or lack of understanding seeks to
circumvent the racial question.
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The goal of the Nordic movement is already very clear from these
findings. It must fight for the creation of a state in which the Nordic
blood is guaranteed its "proper"” laws. In practical terms, this means
fighting to ensure that the Nordic blood in our national body is once
again secured or retains its blace on the plaice. In this way, the Nordic
movement stands shoulder to shoulder with all those efforts that seek
to turn away from the "wrong" development of the past (as expressed
by the catchwords: urbanization, industrialization, western
ideas, world economy). For every movement that strives to turn away
from the past can only go in the other direction, which history has
always shown us, towards the affirmation of the peasant and thus
towards the affirmation of the German area: in such a state, the
German peasant is once again the cornerstone of the idea of the state.
This is not to say that peasant romanticism should be practiced, but
that the laws of blood and soil should first and foremost find their
expression in this state. their considerationfind

must be taken into account. The peasantry - which here
also includes the landowner and the small settler - must form the
basis of the state, from which the city and industry are then
integrated into the national body. The domestic market must
become the motor of business development in the national economy.
Bang once put it this way: "We must move from today's demand-
driven economy back to a demand-satisfaction economy, because
then the domestic market will dominate the national economy.
Achieving this state is the first basic condition for the Nordic
movement, because only in such a state can special conditions be
created that allow the Nordic blood to flourish in our national body.

But if you want to make the farmer the cornerstone of the German state,
you have to be clear about the fact that you are really giving him two areas
of responsibility to master. He should:

Be the breadwinner of the people,

L. Becoming a species-appropriate and healthy source of blood renewal.

A.
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As far & nutrition is concerned, this is a question that need not concern
us here. However, the situation is different with L. The Nordic movement is
very much concerned with this question. If you look at
If "people” is not understood to mean a herd, bounded by state borders,
but an organic national body, then the manor hou‘ses and farmhouses are
the firm roots of national existence in the relevant geopolitical space;
from these roots the national body receives its eternally rejuvenating
blood juices, so to speak. However, it is not the earth directly that
provides this blood stream, but the generations rooted in the clod. The
sexes follow the iron law of becoming and passing away, and this means
that marriage becomes the track switch that determines the path of a sex
into the future for good or for evil. But if this is the c a s e , then the rural
people must be educated to recognize that every marriage is also a
national act. | t is the task of the Nordic movement to make the peasants
realize that they can improve themselves with every marriage. Here, then,
the Nordic movement has the task of slowly cleansing the German people
of its hereditary stains: For the bloodstream rises from the countryside
and flows into the city, not the other way around, and whoever cleanses
the source also creates indirect blood purification in the city.

But this also gives rise to a completely different task: if one demands
such preliminary duties from the peasantry, one must also enable it to fulfill
such duties, i.e. one must place it under a special protection that enables it
to fulfill its blood-value tasks. The rootedness of the sex with the clod, the
;mity of  blood and soil must be restored. But
this will force a change in our current sense of justice regarding the
relationship of an owner to his | an d. The German farmer will have to
relearn: he will have to learn again to cherish his land with regard to his
family and his people and no longer to regard it as a matter of exploitation as
he has done up to now. It can therefore be said that the German peasantry is
at a turning point in its ideology; it will be assisted in this struggle by
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will be an essential task for the Nordic movement.

But the Nordic movement still has special sub-tasks within the
framework of this task: Firstly, it will have to ensure that the Nordic
blood, which has been driven into the city by previous developments, is
returned to the countryside as far as possible; the idea of the Arta manes
could become groundbreaking here. On the other hand, the Norse
movement willr e s u m e the old Germanic idea of nobility: this means
creating a place for proven blood in which it can reproduce itself to a
high standard. Such a place will perhaps becalled a Hegehof, a word
from Johannes ans "Adel verpflichtet”, which well characterizes “the
blood and soil to be cherished. On such Hegehofe the Nordic movement
would have to create a new nobility, as the Germanic tribes understood it:

On performance fulfillment bred for
performance. This nobility would then not be noble by virtue of its status,
but by virtue of its being. - It would go too far to go into detail here.

We can recognize as the guiding principle of our explanations that it
must be the foremost task of the Nordic movement to place itself at the
service of the idea of blood and soil out of responsibility to the German
people. Beyond that, however, we must fight forinstitutions that
will make it possible toreestablis h a nobility of blood among the
German people, a nobility that derives its value from its ability and its blood,
not from external class designations.

The Nordic movement can thus recognize, and it recognizes with pride,
- that it is faced with an enormous task. Today we are faced with ruins
everywhere in Germany, almost everything hastoberedesigned,
rebuilt. Completely new things must be creatively fashioned from ruins. Non-
Nordic people may be horrified by such a beginning. But it is not for
nothing that we profess the Nordic blood within us, which only finds it a
pleasure to live when it is allowed to venture into tasks that other races shy
away from.
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1.7. 1SZI

Breeding is applied breeding from heredity. Whereby it is initially
completely irrelevant where this mucking out of heredity comes from
or whether it is based on sound scientific documentation. The history
of animal breeding looks back over thousands of years, and the study
of antiquity proves ever more clearly that even then people were fully
aware of the importance of heredity in human life, even if in both
cases the actual and ultimate connections of heredity were not
known. It is absblutely necessary to emphasize this, as some people
apparently believe very seriously that it was only the rediscovery of
Mendel's so-called laws of inheritance in 1900 that paved the way for
talking about heredity and breeding. Mankind has practically never
doubted the fact of heredity, but opinions have differed as to how it
works: there was also no way of scientifically confirming the fact of
heredity. Since Johann Mendel and on the basis of the science he
founded, we have known that the hereditary traits of ancestors and
descendants are the same. The process of hereditary transmission -
from parents to offspring is subject to certain laws which we have
known in detail since Johann Mendel and which are summarized
under the term Mendel's laws or Mendelism in honour of their
discoverer. It is only for these reasons that the year 1900 is
significant, because it is precisely since this year that we have begun
to see clearly how heredity works.

Every application of the laws of heredity is breeding. This expresses the
fact that in the essence of breeding, it is primarily the will that is decisive,
which applies the misteaching of heredity to the best of an offspring to be
produced. By all means
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Of secondary importance is the question of which paths this will takes in
order to obtain the offspring that it wishes to obtain. Several possibilities will
always remain open. Applied to human circumstances, this means, for
example: How someone takes account of the fact that a certain offspring is
produced is perhaps a question of custom, propriety, usage or law, but it
nevereliminates the fact that someone is consciously breeding. In
certain German aristocratic laws, the usufruct of certain privileges remained
tied to the descent of the heir: It was therefore breeding if a nobleman
looked forawoman of proper rank in order to be able to sire legally
capable and full-blooded offspring with her in a legally valid marriage. In
other words, the idea that everything connected with the word "breeding" is
immoral, atleastuns e e mly, or that it is to be rejected by man because
it is borrowed from the customs of animal breeding, stems from a
misconception of the nature of breeding. How breeding is carried out is
therefore a question whose answer lies on a completely different level than
the investigation of the question of the nature of breeding in general. In the
following we are only concerned with the fact that knowledge of the laws of
heredity gives us, as thinking human beings, the right to consciously apply
the laws of heredity, i.e. to carry out breeding.

Any conscious application of facts of experience or knowledge
The realization of scientific knowledge presupposes the acting human being
who wants to apply it. The cause of all human things is man. Human will is
therefore at the beginning of all discipline. If the human will does not follow
instincts, but carries out correctly what rational thinking tells it to do, then
this presupposes gi v e n facts on the basis of which the will decides to
do something. If we therefore want to exercise discipline, we must firstly
know what is given and secondly what is to become.

It is a given, based on historical experience and the latest scientific
findings, that the individual human being is the result of the hereditary
dispositions of his ancestors, who passed on their hereditary dispositions
to him. If we then consider, for example, the German
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Volk, this means that all Germans living today, taken as a whole, represent a
very specific hereditary value that we have to come to terms with. Viewed
from the standpoint of the people, we therefore have a given hereditary
national wealth with which we must economize. Provided that no other
hereditary assets a r e added to the German national body in the course of
the coming decades and hundreds of years, there will be no other hereditary
assets in our nation than those that already exist today. | am not saying that
they must be exactly the same people as we are today, but | am saying that
their hereditary material will not be any different from that which is already
present among us today.

If we knew that the genetic material of our people as a whole is
good and valuable, then the task of breeding would be quite simple.
We would then only have to ensure that obviously diseased animals
did not reproduce and that foreign animals were kept away from the
genetic material of the population as far as possible. Unfortunately,
however, we now know that from a purely health point of view, some
hereditary material can be described as perfectly healthy, but which
we nevertheless do not want or need for the continued existence of
our people, because it is alien to the nature of the German people and
not typical of the species. So here the will is already faced with a
decision: we have to know which hereditary values we want to
promote and which we have to hinder. In a word, we must know what
we actually want in the field of breeding.

A few explanations must be given in this regard: A certain amount of
confusion has recently arisen in this regard, which is beginning to cloud
the clear judgment of public opinion. The young science of heredity
partly rejects the application of its scientific findings on the grounds that
it has not yet reached the end of its research and is therefore not entitled
to give the German people hereditary objectives. Here we must reply: It is
a purely scientific matter to investigate and determine the process of
hereditary transmission: in this field, only the expert should have the
floor. But deciding what to do with the knowledge of heredity in order t o
help one's people is no longer at all a matter for the hereditary scientist.
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The main task of the scientific community is not to recruit scientists or
scientific experts, but is exclusively a matter for the people's leadership,

i.e. politics. If, for example, reputable scientists in the field of heredity today
accuse those who try to use the findings of the young science of heredity to
come to useful results for their people of irresponsibility, such scientists
obviously misjudge the limits of their competence. One could just as well
claim that it is not the field commander who has to decide on the use of a
chemical warfare agent, but the chemist in the laboratory, because only the
latter has a scientific command ofthes cientific field responsible for
the chemical warfare agent.

In a nutshell: the question of what t o do with the given inheritance
of one's people with regard to the future, what is useful and what is
useless in this inheritance in the German sense, is brimarily a political
question for which the scientist, who is responsible to his people, must
provide the documents, insofar as he is able to provide them, but which
must be answered first and foremost by the politician. And, in my
opinion, the politician's prerogative in this area is so distinctly
one-sided that the politician need neither be guided by the
scientist nor shy away from making decisions, for example, because the
scientific result is not yet definitive.

The politician can be quite indifferent to the question of how hereditary
transmission takes place, as only the fact as such is important to him. What
is essential for him is which path people should take in order to realize a
transmission of hereditary traits that is valuable for the people as a whole
and with regard to its future. For the German people, this path is generally,
and also represents the most desirable for the future, through marriages. The
taskthenpre s e nts itself to the politician as follows: The inheritance of
the German people is passed on to the descendants through marriages: if he
wants to manage the inheritance economically and, as far as possible, only
pass on good inheritance to the newborns, then he can only guarantee
this if he regulates the transfer of inheritance to the descendants where it
can be regulated, namely through marriages.

z Darrt
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The question of whether the state has the right, based on this knowledge,
to dictate who should marry whom, can be answered in the negative for the
German people. For the - healthy-minded - German, marriage is not only a
matter of producing children, but also a source of moral values, in particular
and first and foremost a life bond of the closest spiritual connection between
the two spouses. For the German statesman, the task of the German people
i s therefore to find a way which, while preserving the greaiest possible
freedom in the choice of spouses, prevents unfavorable hereditary
dispositions or those which are undesirable for the German people for other
reasons from being propagated.

The healthy form of marriage in the German sense takes place in such
a way that the man prepares the basis of life for a family and then
chooses his partner and takes her home. Accordiﬁg to this, a simple
solution to the task would be for the state to decide which men it
recognizes as having the right to marry and which girls it designates as
desirable for marriage with a view to offspring, while leaving them free to
choose among them. As simple as this may seem, the actual
implementation is difficult. It is true that we have the possibility of
recognizing the uselessness of marriage and preventing it from
producing offspring. But beyond this we cannot say in the great
multitude of those who remain: this person is more desirable to us for
offspring than that one, and so we facilitate his decision or recommend it
to him: on the contrary, we must realize that there is and never will be
any means of making a definite judgment about the hereditary value of a
person. No matter how precisely we know the genetic make-up of a
person's ancestors *), we will never get beyond a judgment of probability,
since we do not know what hereditary traits the parents passed on and
how the paternal and maternal hereditary traits are linked. Only the
descendants can provide information about this:

*) Cf. Darr 6, Neuadel aus Blut und Boden, I. F. Lehmann, Munich I-50.
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By their fruits you shall know them! However, this offspring is not normally
available to us when evaluating two people who have decided to
marry; after all, it is only to be produced through marriage.

The state is therefore faced with an extremely difficult task. In my opinion,
there is only one way out of this situation. We said above that in general the
man has to work out the economic basis for a marriage and that this is the
natural thing to do for the German people. If one assumes a German state of
Germans that is justly administered and properly managed in the German
sense, then every young German who honestly | ay s the foundations for
marriage in his professional sphere of activity and against whom nothing
unfavorable can be argued either mentally or morally, is a valuable
component of the national body; a component whose ability to be preserved
through offspring is undoubtedly in the interest of the state, which can also
be guaranteed with great probability with a suitably chosen life partner. In
other words: If the state were to grant permission to marry only to those
young men who have earned such a marriage right in moral, mental and
health terms and who, by developing the foundations of a marriage, have
proven their professional ability and thus their membership of a valuable part
of the national body, then the state would have the guarantee, at least for the
male part of its national heritage, that only the obviously useful would
participate in the production of offspring. - Moreover, this would restore
t h e validity of an all-German legal principle that did not see marriage as
a state-regulated and approved form of sexual intercourse (as it is today), but
as a task for the offspring, for which the person willing to marry first had to
prove his character and professional worth: his competent community then
granted him the right to marry as a special distinction and as proof of
trust. Here, too, rights and duties were carefully balanced against
each other.
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But who should one recommend as a wife to a young German who is
willing and - let's put it this way - entitled to marry? It is clear that it
makes no sense to demand a kind of health, character and professional
performance test from the male part, but then to leave everything else to
chance by refraining from choosing from among the female offspring of

the nation. The choice of a wife is for every man a
setting the course, which his inheritance
through his descendants the

t h e path to both good and evil. Therefore, the choice
of wife is as important as the decision as to who among the marriage-
minded young men should be recognized as having the right to marry
with the blessing of children and who should not.

It is now relatively easy for the state to ascertain that of every cohort of
young girls of marriageable age, a certain hundred are excluded from
marriage with children because of physical, moral or character inferiority or
inferiority: whereby it is expedient to deny the right to marry to those girls
whose moral or character inferiority is proven or whose physical condition
does not permit it at all, while granting the rest the right to a childless
marriage.

But the state cannot dispose of the remaining portion of girls from
whom it hopes to have offspring in such a way that it determines who is
to be married to whom. This would constitute an encroachment
on the Germans' right to self-determination, which would be beyond the
understanding of German empathy and would fly in the face of any
sense of personal responsibility. '

In my opinion, there is nothing left to do but to train the young German
boys growing up in these things so that they learn to distinguish the good
from the less good among the girls who are eligible for a marriage blessed
with children, and then choose for themselves. Love has never yet made
anyone see; it generally makes people blind. But once a young person has

developed an eye for certain things
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If a young man's sexual sens"itivity is sharpened in the opposite sex,
experience has shown that he is far more incline d to avoid certain
stupidities in marriage. The proof in the opposite sense is provided by
social-democratic propaganda: it is astonishing how the originally healthy
racial sensibilities of a young German can be suppressed and the erotic '
drive towards people of color of all shades suggested to him, which he then
follows without inhibition.

The task of the state would therefore have to be active in three areas in
ordertoe n s ure asuitable offspring:

. Performance testing of adolescent young men in terms of physical
and professional skills, taking into account a certain minimum level of
physical health.

2. divorce the girls of each year group according to those who are
allowed to marry with children and those who are not.

Z. Educating young men to choose the right husband.

There is still a lot to say about point 5.

It is clear that an education in breeding vision presupposes that a very
specific field of knowledge is imparted to the young person; nothing more
will be said here about the nature of this field of knowledge or its limits.
However, the following must be clear: No one is ever in a position to
say anything definite about the hereditary value of a human being as
long as there are no descendants: and in the present case there are
none. We may get to the point where we have brilliantly kept personal
files on every person and are then in a position to draw up
genealogical tables that leave hardly any doubt about the hereditary
value of the ancestors. But we can only make assumptions about the
hereditary value of a young person growing up, in this case a young girl, and
never make definite statements because - as has already been said above -
we never know how the paternal and maternal hereditary traits have
been divided and distributed in the person concerned.
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For this reason, one simply cannot avoid I o o ki n g for external clues
that allow conclusions to be drawn about the estate. -

For men, we have used character and professional achievement as an
external point of reference. It is not possible to adopt the same point of view
for the female sex, because it is extremely difficult to determine a
performance for the female sex that says something unequivocal about
hereditary value and other suitability for marriage.

Provided that health, character and pedigree do not contradict a marriage
that is desirable from the point of view of the German people, there is only
one possibility that gives a real indication of the hereditary mass, and that is
the race. Certainly, the appearance and the hereditary picture of a person
need not coincide, but | have never found that they - on honest examination
of the person concerned - contradicted each other *). And the examination of
character and mental behavior and the pedigree ensure that too much
attention is not paid to racial appearance.

If we then ask ourselves which raffe should be given priority for us
Germans, i.e. which raffe we want to preserve as much as possible for
the German people, then the following emerges:

German morality blossomed on the foundation of Germanic blood.
Germanism and nothing else understood how to develop a new culture from
the collapse of antiquity and to a large extent created it independently. Why
it was able to do this while other peoples and races that came into contact
with the Mediterranean culture perished - the Jewish people

2) Most of the cases mentioned in this connection merely show, on
examination, that the assessor (or the person concerned himself) was mistaken
to one side or the other, i.e. either in the person concerned
behavior which the latter did not actually possess (poor psychological skills of the
assessor) or, on the other hand, found features in the physical appearance which
were not actually present or only present in the physical appearance.

‘Were present mn msignificant quantities (poor eye traiing for gathering
characteristics on the part of the assessor).
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can be disregarded here - is still an unresolved question, at least we cannot
yet grasp the origins with our current knowledge: We can only say that it
h as some kind of racial basis. Wiihelm Capelle, for example, in his studies
on the history of the Ger- mans, is quite right when he says: "Germanism
could not have accomplished its world-historical mission, the transformation
of the world of the peoples of the overthrown Roman Empire, if its race had
not possessed a creative characteristic."”

We can now prove from our history that the fact of a two-thousand-
year history of our people and in it all the great deeds of national
geniuses go back to a hereditary mass that was of Germanic blood, or
as we say today: had the Nordic man as a prerequisite. Certainly
other races have contributed to this or that brilliant man of German
history, but none of these races can boast of being the actual bearer of
the brilliant German man. Again and again we come across that
"creative characteristic" which only the Nordic race possesses and
which is the cause of ingenious creative power. Some ingenious
Germans may appear very un-Nordic to the untrained observer, but a
closer examination o f their origins or actual appearance quickly
reveals the reason for their stock Nordic blood. Conversely, however,
history also proves that a drying up of Nordic blood inevitably results
in a loss of that "creative characteristic" in the body of the people and
therefore also seals the downfall of the culture of the people
concerned.

So if one seriously wants the German people to live on, i.e. if one wants
this people to continue to go through history as a respected people of
culture andtoaccomplis h great deeds in all areas of human ability,
then there is only one political demand with regard to the hereditary
mainstay plan for the German national body:

It is with all only possible means since
towards to strive, that the creative blood in
our People's bodies, the Blood of the people
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schen Nordic race, preserved and because
the preservation and development of our Germanness depends on it.

For these reasons we are entitled to recommend the Nordic man as a
model of selection to the German people. In practical terms, this means that
we must educate our young adolescent men to marry a girl of Nordic blood,
or at least predominantly of Nordic blood, if possible, so that the Nordic
blood i s increased as much as possible through these married girls.
After all, the refining mixture of a people is not a matter like latte, etc., i.e. a
real physical mixture, but rather comparable to a carpet woven
endlessly: here the carpet weaver has it in his hands to change the image of
the carpet pattern by favoring or suppressing certain threads and their
colors, without actually adding new threads and colors to the carpet: This is
exactly how it is besttoi m a g i n e the path of the genetic material, which
does not need to change in itself, but by favoring certain hereditary factors
and suppressing others, slowly undergoes a transformation and thus also
changes the racial appearance of a people.

Performance test of the young men before being
granted the right to marry and their education ‘ to the choice of
husband in the sense the Preserving
the blood of the Nordic race is the task ofa German

state of the Germans.



Noble renewal or new nobility?

1.8.1931

Do we actually have any reason to a s k this question today? Hasn't
"nobility" already become a historical phenomenon that has long since
become obsolete and for which there should no longer be any room in the
future?

I think: no! Here, too, it depends on what one actually wants to
understand by the term "nobility"”, and then what position one takes towards
the concept of nobility when viewed from the perspective of the people as a
whole.

This much is certain: nobility in the sense known in the period of Imperial
Germany before 1918 willh a v e no place in the Third Reich. Before
1918, hobility as a concept was a n externality. Nobles were recognized by
their title; the aristocratic title had become the exclusive and sole mark of a
noble person. Whoever was given the title of nobility by the sovereign
became noble, regardless of h i s descent. This principle might not even
have been so bad if the ennobled person came from a bloodline, a race,
which had brought a valuable addition to the ruling aristocratic class; the
English nobility originally maintained its health with this principle. But no
attention was paid to this in Germany. Every Syriah’ could disguise himself
with the masquerade of proud Germanic aristocratic names if he could pay
for it, and this masquerade was taken seriously. Thus today's nobility is in its
essence a confusion of the valuable, the inferior and the worthless,
depending on which blood the individual is composed of. As National
Socialists, we must therefore rightly ask what we should actually do with
such nobility in the Third Reich. For the fact in itself that this or that family
has become dear and familiar to us from history with its name is not yet a
good reason for us to be interested in it.
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This is a deceptive reason to allow descendants to share in the esteem
accorded to their ancestors without scrutiny. We do not drag other
remnants of past historical times through our history merely because
their predecessors once commanded our respect and were of value to
the people.

The German people on the whole no longer feel the need for
'nobility. Certainly, in snobbish social circles people love to surround
themselves with good-sounding names, and here and there vanity
also plays a role in this respect in other circles. But a sudden
expulsion of all the nobles from Germany would at best cause a
temporary, astonished gasp, some people might find the whole thing
somehow very unjust, some legal scholars would probably be up in arms,
but the German people as a nation would probably soon forget the
event: only a few people would realize that an event was taking place
before their eyes that was of fundamental and far-reaching
importance for the German people.

| have often been told in aristocratic circles thatlp aint too much of a
gray-on-gray picture in this respect. Possibly, but to justify this | need only
point to a book that w a s a great market success in the fall of 1930:
lohst, "So gehen sie hin", the book of the dying aristocracy. What shocks me
so much about this book is firstly its c o n t e n t, but also the fact that a
publisher was able to make a profit with the book, that the content of the
book is therefore in line with the view of the readers of the world, and finally
that the book was allowed to be dedicated to a prince from a well-known
family. This book characterizes the situation more than anything else. All the
protests of the "nobility's cooperative” against the book mean nothing. For
what is the AdelSgenossenschaft today? To put it somewhat impolitely, but
in good German: a union of individual nobles to represent their interests in
the state and vis-a-vis their non-noble fellow citizens. A

summary of The aristocratic
cooperative is in any case a summary of leadership.



Adelserncuerung vder Neuadel? 43

It does not claim to do so, and that is the key point, which the people feel
very correctly: The German people no longer feel that they are led by the
nobility, nor do they even feel that this c o ul d perhaps be a necessity.
This is not a n accusation against individual valuable nobles, but merely an
observation. This observation is not altered by citing excuses for this state
of affairs. In November 1918, the imperial German officer corps
relinquished the leadership of the army and has not since taken it
back into its own hands. That is the fact! It is completely irrelevant to the
question of leadership what role the losses of the officer corps, the duration
of the war, etc. played in bringing about this state of affairs, which now
exists,justasitis irrelevant to note that even after November 9, 1918, so
and so many splendid officers were still present and made public
appearances. For the nobility a s a whole, the case is exactly the same as
for the imperial officer corps: it no longer leads, but has become a section of
the population with which the German people no longer know what to do.

One could perhaps counter that the nobility
no longer represents the leadership in the republic, but still has the
leadership in the struggle for a new Germany among the German-conscious.
Well, we National Socialists know best how little nobility was initially
present in our ranks, and how even today, when National Socialism is
already a matter of conscience for many people, the percentage of nobles in
our ranks is still rem'arkably low.

Thus, as a National Socialist, one could hand over the aristocracy
to the order of the day, at best take over the valuable individuals from
the nobility into the leadership of the Third Reich, but leave the
worthless and slack parts to themselves and otherwise declare that
the nobility as a concept belongs to history and that there is no longer
any place for it in the National Socialist state.

But you can also think differently: if, for example, an officer corps is
no longer capable of leadership, then its units no Iohger need a command
and control system.
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The organization as such is not yet bad: it may be due to the people who
make up the officer corps. Anewcomposition would perhaps very
quickly bring an energetic and united officer corps back into being. - From
this point of view, therefore, the question of what is actually meant by
"nobility" should first be raised.

What actually is "nobility"? Our current idea of it is that of a privileged,
i.e. favored, hereditary class b as e d on outward appearances; in some
circumstances, however, it is also understood to mean a leading class in

-general, regardless of whether this is supplemented by direct offspring or
independently of this by election. In this sense, for example, nobility was the
noble class in pre-war, imperial Germany; in this sense, the Teutonic
Knights, for example, were a nobility, since their vow of chastity made
hereditary offspring impossible: they constantly supplemented themselves
through election. In any case, today's idea of the nobility is that of a ruling
class that is superimposed on the people it leads but has nothing directly to
do with them.

It is now very revealing to be able to state that this modern conception
of nobility is not actually German, at any rate it is thoroughly un-
Germanic. :

Our entire German culture is based on Germanic humanity and in
its manifestations is nothing more than the confrontation of this
humanity with its environment, the tasks it faces and the non-
Germanic and non-Germanic cultural influences it encounters. One
can therefore only learn to understand an institution as essential to
the German people as its nobility if one examines it from its roots,
and here that means first of all trying to establish what nobility meant
to the Germanic peoples as a concept and as a fact.

To understand the Germanic concept of nobility, it is first of all important

to note that the Germanic tribes did not think of equating leadership or the
ruling class with the term "nobility",
i.e. nobility and leadership were two concepts to the Germanic people. Even
if it was generally customary for certain civil leadership offices, such as
kingship, to be held only by members of the noblest classes, this was not
the case.
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The Ger mans did not originally recognize a hereditary kingship, but
when filling military posts,<for example, care was taken to choose the
most capable sol dates as duke, regardless of whether they were of
noble or free lineage.

For the Germanic tribes, nobility was not a matter for an individual or
a class, but rather a matter that concerned a family. The family was noble
or common, and this determined whether the individual belonged to the
nobility or to the yeomanry. Whether and where the representatives of a
gender were in leadership positions initially had nothing to do with the
attribution of the gender to the nobility. This attitude of Germanic people
towards the concept of nobility only becomes understandable if one
knows that the Germanic people were familiar with the hereditary
inequality of people, only that they did not relate this to the individual
person as we do today, but basically to the gender as such, from which
the individual first received his value. Just as a tree sprouts its leaves

-year after year without these leaves b e i n g the essential factor in its
evaluation, but rather the tree as such must always be evaluated, so too
the evaluation of gender in Germanism. Sex is the essential, the eternal.
Gender produces the individual human beings who come and go, like the
leaves on a tree in the eternal return of the seasons. And just as a good
tree occasionally sprouts bad leaves and side branches, without there
being any need to doubt its healthy core, so did the Teuton think of the
sexes.

The Germanic nobility included those families who were called to be
leaders of their people and whose members had proven themselves to be
capable leaders. The mark of nobility was therefore the proven hereditary
leadership qualities of the family. Being born of noble blood therefore
entailed the obligation to be able to lead one's fellow citizens. And only the
repeated proof of this prerequisite through the success of the lineage
ensured full recognition as nobility.
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However, because nobility was a matter of gender and not that of the
individual Germanic people, the Germanic concept of nobility also
included the ability of the individual t o reproduce his gender.
According to the Germanic conception, this included not only the ability
to perform physically but also to ensure the economic conditions of
existence for the sex, i.e. for the wife, children and servants. At that time,
this primarily included ensuring the food supply of the nobility, i.e. the
concept of nobility included land ownership whose economy guaranteed
the food supply of a family with servants. This explains why our German
word "Adel" originally had the meaning of "Erbgute s", "Erbhofe 6" in
Germanic. Furthermore, it is understandable that only the owners of
such hereditary estates were counted as nobility, while the other
members of noble families enjoyed general respect because of their
noble descent, but were nevertheless assigned to the nobility.

did not belong to the "nobility".

This Germanic concept of nobility, which can only be understood if one
takes into account the supremacy of the family over the individual due to the
ideology of the time, logically did not have any external identification of the
nobility. The owner of the noble hereditary estate was characterized by this
fact as belonging to the nobility; the other members of the dynasty did not
belong to the nobility in the proper sense anyway and were even inferior to
the yeomen in the Thing, for example*).

*) It should be briefly noted at this point that the word "Baue r" in
Germanic culture originally only applied to those "freemen”" w h o owned
atarm. In the Thing, therefore, only 'nobles™ had,
i.e. owners of a noble estate, and "peasants", i.e. owners of a freehold
estate, had full voting rights, but not their brothers and sons who did not
own land. The Germanic Thing assembly was indeed democratic, but on a
completely aristocratic basis. - Anyone who is only slightly familiar with
these Germanic legal and state structures knows how false the assertion is
that the "Teutons™ were originally a wandering nomadic horde that only
settled down after coming into contact with the Roman Empire. That
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The emergence of aristocratic titles only began after the Germanic tribes
came into contact with the culture of antiquity.

In the Byzantine swamp, titles flourished - understandably. The less one
is able to be master and superior through innate leadership qualities, the
more artificial outward appearances must help to conceal this. In Byzantium,
theGermanic Komgebecame acquainted with the title system, initially
allowing themselves to be enfeoffed with it forpolitical reasons, but
then gladly used it in the Western Roman Empire because it enhanced their
prestige in the eyes of their provincial Roman, i.e. non-Germanic, subjects.
Starting from the western Roman Germanic tribes, the title system seeped
into Germany via the Frankish Empire, where it then became established
and eventually proliferated to the extent that un-Germanic ideas of law
spread.

All Germanic countries experienced this development of the
aristocratic title system, only to a greater or lesser extent as Roman
influence prevailed. In Germany, this development went particularly far,
as in the late Middle Ages, under the influence of the Crusades and thus
of the Orient, the custom was established that the title of nobility could
be inherited by all the sons of a nobleman, even if they would not one day
have any inheritance. Thisp av e d the way in Germany for the fact that
it was no longer the achievement resulting from the noble inheritance
that was primarily essential and valuable about the nobility, but an
outward appearance, namely the title of nobility.) The partly worthless
German aristocracy of the pre-war period of 1914 is, to be sure, a

This "nomad theory” can be refuted by the myth of Germanicism alone, by
the way; for more details, seeDarro, Neu adel aus Blut und Boden,
Munich 1950.

') At this point | refer to the fact that herein G er many the Frisian
chieftain families, the last of which left F r i s i a n history in 1744, did not
make this custom mild. - | cannot go into the disastrous effects of this custom
in the choice of husband, where it was no longer the daughter of a truly noble
person by merit who was equal, but the daughter of a title holder, regardless
of her inheritance.
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not a necessary, but nevertheless a very logical result of this path taken
under oriental influence in the Middle Ages. It should be noted in passing
that Baron vom Stein had already recognized the weakest point of the
German nobility in this environment and made proposals for
innovation.

It is instructive to note that the concept of nobility and the aristocratic
title system became Germanic to the extent that a country was able to keep
non-Germanic, especially Roman, influences at bay. In Scandinavia, the
situation is such that in Norway a titular nobility has not been able to assert
itself at all to this day, while in Sweden this has been possible, especially
through immigrant German nobility, but the old Swedish noble families still
d o not add a title to their name out of pride in their old Swedish origins. In
England, it is still the custom and law today that only the lords, i.e. the
owners of landed estates, are counted among the nobility and bear titles,
while their sons and brothers, unless they inherit landed property, go
through life without a title with a commoner's name, even though their
membership of a noble family naturally determines their position in society.

To summarize, we can say that "nobility” for the Germanic tribes was
neither a matter of external identification, nor diditm e a n belonging to
a privileged class, or even a class of leading individuals, but rather nobility
for the Germanic tribes was a different evaluation of the genders based on
the affirmation of the hereditary inequality of the human race with regard to
their abilities to lead the people. In a word: for the Germanic tribes, nobility
was leadership bred in the sexes. The Germanic tribes knew that qualities
and gifts did not come to the individual by chance, but were inherited from
ancestors, and therefore they made arrangements to retain proven
leadership in their inheritance and thus make it available to their
descendants.

As reasonable as this Germanic conception of nobility is, the conception
of nobility in pre-war Germany was just as unreasonable, where, with few
exceptions, the greatest incompetence in the field of popular leadership was
able to make itself felt when
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she could disguise herself with an aristocratic title, whether she had
inherited the title or paid for it. And we fully understand that under these
circumstances the German people, still healthy at their core, have inwardly
detached themselves from the nobility of the pre-war era and at best only
want to see it as a completely superfluous parlor dummy.

We National §ocialists strive for the Third Reich, the Reich of the
Germans, in which all members of German blood find their home. It is to be
an empire in which the German people unite toform a meaningful and
vital unity and thus unite the diversity of the individual ethnic groups into a
living body. In the experience of the VolkStum as a special entity that has
the right to assert itself against other nationalities, and in particular has to
protect itself from drowning in the mishmash of liberalist, democratic and
Marxist ideologues, National Socialism consciously struggles for a new
understanding of the concept of the Volk and for the creation of a state built
from the point of view of the laws of life.

We have known since the beginning of this century, since the
emergence of a science of heredity, that not only the affirmétion of
nationality as the grouping of racially related ethnic groups according to "’
the laws of life has its justification, but that this nationality is divided into
very different gifts and characteristics of a hereditary n at u r e , which
are innate to the individual. This means that this or that ethnic group
member has innate qualities for the accomplishment of individual tasks
which his other ethnic groups do not possess, or do not possess in the
same way: one is
For example, one is born a soldier, another is born a painter, and both will
achieve somefhing in their field. One is musical or one i s not, and all
musical ability depends primarily on this.

Science now tells us that all such innate characteristics have been
inherited from our ancestors and can be passed on to our descendants.
But science also tells us that we have no means of extinct hereditary
material, d. h. innate characteristics, again

new to again. The

4 Darré
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"Volkstum" is not a "fountain" in which necessary and desirable
qualities are mysteriously formed again and again and bubble up as
required, but rather Volkstum is a treasure trove of hereditary values that
can be reduced or increased, but which can never be created or formed
out of nothing. Depending on whether the individual values are promoted
or suppressed, they appear more or less frequently in the overall picture
of the people. Gifts that h a v e been brought to extinction are irrevocably
lost, like a treasure that is sunk into the sea. An example: If a people is
brought to recognize and promote its born soldiers through its inherent
talents and its position among other peoples, they will be able to multiply
despite possible war losses, and the people will never have a shortage of
soldiers. If, however, the same nation has no interest in its sculptors and
neither encourages nor allows its natural-born sculptors to develop, then
its sculptors will hardly be able to multiply because they will not make
any economic progress. This nation will become richer and richer in born
soldiers, but poorer and poorer in born sculptors and will ultimately
achieve nothing at all in the field of sculpture. An innate disposition and
purposeful encouragement by its ruling house are the reason why the
Prussians have directly and indirectly become the military masters of the
whole world and were able to produce an astonishing number of above-
average troop leaders during the World War. In England, on the other
hand, the neglect of muflk and thus also of mufical training has turned a
nation that was still quite mufical half a millennium ago into a completely
unmusical one.

If we now want to lead the German people in the Third Reich towards a
future that secures its existence, then we will be forced to be economical
with its innate leadership talents. For the future of the German people would
inevitably be at stake that day.

>) For example, all the armies of the world have built their drill regulations
on the model and on the basis of the Prussian ones.
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The German people would then be no more than a rump without a head, the
will-less prey of the best-led peoples.

From this point of view, we are forced to give our people's genes,
which have been tried and tested in the leadership of the German people,
the opportunity to pass on their tried and tested Fiihrer blood to a large
number of descendants, and we must also ensure that these
descendants grow up in healthy conditions. This is prescribed to us by
the simple volkisch will of self-preservation, if we think through the
problem of the Third Reich logically in terms of its ultimate
consequences. For if one regards a people as a vital body with laws of its
own kind, then one must also logically affirm that the dormant or already
proven gifts of the Po- mish leadership in this body must be preserved
and not allowed to die out. This means that one must create generations
that guaréntee the probability that good political leaders will also emerge
from their hereditary mass in the future.

However, we are already faced with a task that Ger manity solved
in a form that | described in more detail above. We saw that such
families w e r e part of the Germanic "A d e I". For us this means that
we must allow those who prove themselves to be capable leaders of
the German people to become the progenitors of generations from
the whole of our people, regardless of the class from which the
individual comes, whose foremost task is then to produce children
who know how to lead as grown-up people, i.e. who are born leaders.
We would like to call such generations, which are the result of
leadership performance, "A d e I"; nobility here, however, is
understood and thought of as nobility in the Germanic sense of the
word. This can also be expressed in this way: In the Third Reich, the
German people are uniting the blood that has proven itself as real
leadership into dynasties whose noblest task in the service of the
people is to intermarry in such a way that their children will always .
find high-quality humanity with innate leadership qualities, so that the
German people can always choose its leaders from among the best of them
and thus ensure that the German people will always be able to maintain its
leadership.
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has the guarantee of being well led throughout the ages. In this way, the
German people would make economical u s e of their valuable inherent
leadership talents. To "grasp” this task, to which our century of hereditary
science points us, is the purpose of our time.

Certainly, the idea of treating the innate gifts of the people well from the
point of view of the people as a whole is something completely new. For we
are accustomed to consider only the e con o mic riches of the people -
from this point of view: the economical preservation of the inheritance was
formerly a matter exclusively for the clan and the family, as far as it was
considered at all. But our new way of looking at things is ultimately only
logical if one affirms German socialism, as we National Socialists d o , i.e.
if one regards the people as a living body, as a whole, and if one
recognizes the results of hereditary science. Here the one
intervenes in the other, and so the two come together to form a whole.
This shows that the creation of a
"New nobility of the Third Reich" is a matter for the people
and cannot remain a matter for families or clans, any more than the question
of national defense can be a matter for individual families or estates. This
makes it clear that such a creation of new nobility is the most perfect
socialism in the German sense, but never means the creation of a new class
of privileged gentry who are not responsible to the people as a whole.

The possibility of becoming the progenitor of a noble lineage in the Third
Reich can only be achieved through proven achievement; this has nothing
to do with the origin of the person concerned, from whatever class he may
have come from, provided he is of German blood. Only the repeatedly
proven achievement of those born of the lineage is able to maintain itself in
the nobility of the Third Reich as a lineage, otherwise the lineage will be
erased from the ranks of the nobility of the Third Reich. This nobility of the
Third Reich - like the Germanic nobility - therefore needs no title. For it is in
the nature of things that such aristocratic families should be given a title.
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The family seat is assigned to the poor so that their children can grow up to
be healthy people in a healthy environment. The ancestral seat is inherited
by an undivided son who is capable of continuing t h e lineage. The
enfeoffment with such a hereditary seat is then a sufficient sign of belonging
to the nobility. - It g o e s without saying that the process of the formation
of new nobility must never b e completed, but it must always be possible
for capable people to apply for an ancestral seat for a noble future of their
family through proven achievements. Only in this way will the leading
families of the "German" people be assured of a constant flow of unbroken
fresh leadership.

What we are striving for with this plan for a new nobility of the Third
Reich is the creation of a nobility in the Germanic sense as a logical
consequence of our National Socialist concept of the people. In essence and
as a concept, this National Socialist nobility has nothing, absolutely nothing
to do with the German nobility of the pre-war period. This must be
emphasized. The National Socialist concept of nobility consciously takes up
the Germanic concept of nobility again, avoiding all the errors that
characterize the history of the development of the historical German nobility,
and incorporates it into the folklore of the Third Reich in a modernized form,
so to speak. Precisely because this new creation of nobility is something so
profoundly new, which has nothing in common with previous German
concepts of nobility, National Socialism will not shy away from
abolishing all other titles of nobility in ordertoemp hasize the
position of its new nobility all the more. Capable individuals of the old
nobility will of course be taken over into the new nobility and given ancestral
seats, but not because they are members of the old nobility, but because
they have proven themselves to be capable leaders; thus the National
Socialist will ensure that the capable part of the old nobility is taken over
into the new nobility of the Third Reich, but that its worthless part is all the
more securely kept out of it*).

*) More details about the "task" mentioned here can be found in Darrs,
Neuadel aus Blut und Boden, I. F. Lehmann. Munich 1

930.
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National Socialism is thus consciously striving for a new nobility for the
Third Reich. This new nobility is made up of its most capable generations in
political leadership. The renewal of the old nobility has thus become a
matter that does not concern National Socialism as such and, moreover, i s
purely a private matter for the old nobility, who are free to compete for the
new nobility of the Third Reich.
apply.
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s. 1. 1SZI

It is a peculiar historical fact that from their earliest beginnings all
Germanic tribes not only claimed land, but that they left the Roman cities
aside and settled in the countryside. The cities were only the seat of the
administration, not the seat of the tribe, who regarded them as castles of
constraint. In the core populated areas, the Roman towns disappeared
after a short time, and landownership and peasantry resumed their old
rights. For this bond of Germanism with

land When King Henry felt compelled to build
castles on the threatened eastern border and put his peasants in them,
this seemed degrading to the Lower Saxons, so they drew lots to decide
who should occupy the castles.

The fact that, on the other hand, the city families did notsurvive for
long is illustrated by an example from the documents of the city of Liibeck.
The main heirs of these merchants who remained in the city died

. in the third to fourth The others, who
were endowed with estates as inheritance, are still represented in the
Mecklenburg nobility today. It is also extremely interesting to note that even
among the city dynasties within the walls, conditions remained as rural as
possible. Even today there are houses with a small "economy" in Reval,
which prove the connection between the countryside and the town. Where
the Teuton is completely detached from the countryside, the family sinks. In
England, this concept has been very firmly preserved; the inheritance 6f the
title of nobility is, with veryfewe x c e p ti o n s, linked to the
inheritance of land ownership.

This vital connection between the German people and the land and
The polar opposite is Judaism, which has been urban in Germany for centuries and
has also been permanently present in the countryside.
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lived in urban conditions without being tied to the land.

The dependence of the Germans on rural life can be justified in terms of
historical development if we prove that the Germanic people were a settler
race,as ldid in my book "Das Bauerntum als Lebensquell der nordischen
Raffe". If we look at the morality of the Germanic tribes, we come to the
conclusion that there was no nomadism at the beginning, as is often
assumed (think: nomadism in forest and swamp!). Rather, one finds among
Jndogermanic and Germanic peoples a strange

organic unity of the land, house, hearth and hearthfire.

The great idea that has been held firm throughout the entire development
is the idea of the lineage! A divine ancestor has begotten this lineage, and it
is the task of those born after to pass on the inheritance. This task is not only
a question of marriage, it is rather linked to the sacred hearth fire, which here
becomes a symbol, furthermore to the roof as the protector of the hearth, and
finally to the land as the breadwinner of the family. Each house was allocated
a certain amount of arable land. As it was not poésible to divide such a thing,
the family name was passed on to the one who carried on the idea of the
family, the son, who had to marry before taking over. The brothers who were
unable to marry, as thisinvolved their own hearth fire, could either
join aretinue as men of war, or they remained o n the farm, or they
sought 'new territory. Thus it was the later-born sons of the Normans who
moved to Sicily, and it was on the same basis that the knightly nobility
emerged in the Baltic. The seat of the dynasty remained as an organic unit,
while the acquisition of estates was linked to certain formulas with the
penetration of Roman legal concepts.

The husband was the bearer of the political community. He alone had the
right to thing and also represented his family religiously to the divine
ancestor. The entire economic unit was still under the control of the wife.

This solidarity of gender and
soil is found is with Celts and Slavs



The livelihood of the German people 57

not. Here all land belongs to the chieftain or king. Where we find genuine
peasantry, it is always of Germanic origin, and it is characteristic of the clear
Raffe ideas of that time that the Teutonic Knights in their advance
subjugated and exterminated Estonians and Latvians, but left the Curonian
royal peasants sitting on their farms, since they were of Swedish, Germanic
origin and as such still successfully assert their ancient vested rights today.

The Germanic peasants were based on self-government and elected their
leaders from among themselves. The nobility was a lineage bred for special
leadership achievements. The entire morality of Germanism is derived from the
organic unity of blood and soil. Every endeavour today that has recognized the
basis of our present-day culture in the Germanic blood and wants to promote
this humanity must therefore a i m to restore this organic unity if it does not
want to be merely academic.

The line of development can be clearly traced from the beginnings to the
end of the 18th century in the guilds, in the laws of the nobility, in the free
peasantry. On the one hand, this meant the suppression of individuality, but
on the other, it triggered our entire culture. It was Hardenberg who
brought aboutthe bend in this straight line that we feel today.

Hardenberg broke through the idea of the superiority of gender. The
was given free rein. Stein rightty a d v o c at e d reform, but
wanted this development within the framework of what already existed,
knowing that the new order sought by Hardenberg was poison for Germany.

But Hardenberg got his way.

The unleashing of the "I" came at the cost of blood and soil, which of
course was not realized overnight. As long as Germany remained a
landlocked state, the destructive nature of this element did not become
apparent. It was only after the foundation of the Reich that the
consequences, which led to Locarno, Stresemann etc., became apparent. It
was not the war, not the post-war policy alone that led us to where we are
today; the beginnings of our decline can be traced back to Hardenberg.
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With the founding of the Reich, the German people entered the world
economy unexpectedly, the industrial boom began, not as a result of
overpopulation, but simply by exploiting the opportunities for industrial
development. When industry has now developed to such an extent that it can
no longer feed itself from the resources of its own people, it must resort to
imports. This in turn demands exports. First of all, the attitude towards
export allows the population to grow without restraint, since new jobs for
people are constantly becoming available. On the other hand, the food base
must be constantly expanded, colonies become vital. England took this step
successfully. We, on the other hand, experienced firstly an over-
concentration of people in the cities, a rural exodus on the largest scale,
secondly the conflict with overseas powers - and ended up with
Versailles.

This leaves us with the following facts: On the one hand, we have
depopulated the country. On the other hand, foreign countries have robbed
us of our food resources.

This thought, in conjunction with the first point, gives rise to the
following:

Through a century of liberalism, we have weaned our people from the
countryside and massaged them into the cities. In doing so, we did the
opposite of what is beneficial to the German people. At the same time, the
land was opened up to the non-Germanic people, the Slavs, who invaded
everywhere where the rural population moved to the cities, where they did a
lot but perished as a race.

The world war robbed us of the best. If we combine this with the rural
exodus, then we are faced with the terriblerealization thatacentury
of liberalism and Marxismto has led us directlyto the
abyss of racial death. Five minutes before twelve we wake up and see that
we are on the brink of extinction.

This gives us the cursed duty and obligation to turn the tide. We have to
h a n g up the old view, we have to decide whether we are for or against

blood conservation. If we want to keep
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If we want to make the principle of the "thank you of blood and soil" the
basis of re'éonstruction, we must raise it above liberalist, above economic
development. The German people are thus faced with an ideological
decision.

We have to put the German state back on its own, so that nobody is
allowed to interfere, we need a new citizens' right, independence

in in nutrition,
Blood Affirmation of the country life and
protection,
peasantry. The Peasantry as source of blood

must once again become the cornerstone of the state.

The notion of blood and soil is not an idea that is being nurtured at the
desk while dancing and playing the lute, but a sober realization of
modern science and astronomy, which teaches us that we have
raged like madmen against the destruction of our rape. At the last minute
we turn back and make this idea of blood and soil what it was to our

fathers been to our fathers: the
stasting point of our political thinking and will.



The rebirth of the peasantry

I.1L 151

We can characterize the situation as follows: the rejection of the
peasantry caused by the capitalist system of liberalism and its faithful
counterpart, Marxism, is beginning to give way to a counter-
current which is still strongly emotional and lacks the elaboration of
clear basic ideas. But the general development of a turning away from
peasantry up to the 1914-18 war has already ceased within national
and ethnic circles today and has given way to a pronounced peasant
romanticism: for the time being, however, its essential advantage can
only be found in the fact that it builds a mental bridge of
understanding between the land-alienated city dweller and the
problems of peasantry and in this way makes peasant problems
negotiable with the city dweller. This state of affairs can be welcomed,
provided that a mental attitude develops from it which, in a national
Germany, ensures that the necessary restoration work on German
peasantry is fully understood by the urban population. But this state
of affairs will become a real danger if we do not move beyond peasant
romanticism_in our national development and then leave the healing
of the sick body of the people to romantic quacks from the ranks of
uprooted urban intellectualism.

Above all, do not imagine that we are the first people in world
history to experience this peasant romanticism. As certain as it is to
prove that all states only perished after they fell prey to capitalism (the
racial death, the "disorganization™ of a state is largely a consequence of
capitalism, not its precondition, or the result of wars, as was the case

last
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is always claimed with obvious indifference to the economic history of
vanished peoples), it is just as certain,

-that all these states experienced a peasant romanticism at the moment of
their complete surrender to capitalism; in the best cases this led to more or
less useful reforms (Sulla, Gustavus Vasa I), but mostly remained stuck in a
sentimental fashion for the salon of the urban intellectuals. Who is not
astonished to learn that Rome under the r e i g n of Caesar (whose most
important historical deed is actually only that he completely surrendered the
world empire of Rome to Judaism and o p e ne d the gates to the Orient,
which is why we can fully understand why Judaism mourned Caesar's
corpse for three days and nights) already had a movement that undoubtedly
h as echoes of our Artaman movement? Even then, a suitable literature
ensured that the question of the "inheritance of the disinherited” was eagerly
debated in the political salons of national Rome.

If we want to learn to understand these connections and achieve
real results for overcoming the deadlocked situation, i.e. to move from
"peasant romanticism" to the "rebirth of ;ieasantry", then we must first
of all distinguish between cause and effect and not try to cure the sick body
by tinkering with the symptoms without considering the cause of the
disease.

In a methodical study of the economic history of a whole number of
defunct states that can only be described as ingenious, the German
economist, Professor vr. G. Ruhland (for more details, see his three-
volume work: Das System der politischen Okonomie), proved that the
cause of all these downfalls was the rule of capitalism and that
capitalism always introduces itself into a state according to the same
laws, asserts itself and finally achieves unconditional rule: until the
exhausted and fully dissolved body of the people no longer appears
worthy of further .attention, and then the moment occurs when the

people are no longer worthy of attention.
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disappears fromthe ranks of the peoples who helped shape history
and perishes i).
So what is capitalism in this sense? Cavi - talism is the
delivery ofa economy to commerce and making it
the unconditional master of the state.

The viability of trade is dependent on the movement of goods, i.e.
trade earns from the fact that it mediates a produced good. However,
trade itself initially has nothing to do with the production of goods or
with the consumption of goods. Trade only moves the goods from the
producer to the consumer. From this it follows that trade has no meaning
as long as the consumer of goods is at the same time his own producer
of goods: e.g. economy in kind on a simple basis. At the moment when,
for whatever reason, a division of labor in the production of goods sets
in, trade as a mediator of goods also becomes viable and necessary. So
far, the development of things can be described as healthy: it also
remains so if the division of labor in the field of goods production
remains within the framework of an economy that is purely a demand-
satisfaction economy, i.e. produces what is really demanded.
Nevertheless, this state of affairs already harbors a veiled danger which
is seldom considered, namely, that humanity, which is predisposed to
the production of goods, owes these gifts to innate endowments which
humanity, which is predisposed to trade, to the movement of goods,
does not need. In other words, one can, for example, be an excellent
grain merchant and still have no idea of the laws of grain production and
the associated work or be predisposed to it. We thus come to the

On the basis of these eternal repetitions, Ruhland made a diagnosis of
the symptoms of iliness of the "German" people at the time of the turn of the
century and built his healing proposals on this. He seems to have hit the bull's
€ye to such an extent that his main work, published only 25 years ago (see
abevye), has been so completely lost from view.

German" public has disappeared, that it can no longer be "found” even in
antiquarian bookshops.
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Law, that every economic division of
labor on the field in the field of living
conditions for two quite different

directions of development of the human

disposition. The development of trade goes hand in hand with the possibility
of development and thus also the multiplication of an inherently
unproductive humanity.

All this does not mean much as long as trade is kept in its proper place,
namely, a s the servant of the national economy; that is, as long as the
national economy in question is managed by men who have a natural
understanding of the laws of the production of goods and who consciously
or unconsciously manage the national economy from the point of view of an
economy for the satisfaction of needs.

It is now in the nature of things that such an economic management is
repugnant to the trader, because it restricts him at every turn and must
necessarily also restrict him. Consciously or unconsciously, trade thus
becomes the sworn enemy of a rational national economy that truly satisfies
the economic needs of the people. Trade need not even be aware of these
things; it will always instinctively o p p o s e the narrowing of its interests
at the point where it would gain an obvious advantage by removing the
narrowing. In this state and in this mood, trade has always found a leader in
history who has lived for thousands of years by organizing the rule of trade
and the ways to achieve it: Judaism. The moment Judaism is able to connect
with commerce, the naturally unproductive humanity in Judaism receives a
purposeful leadership and thus also the upper hand in the circles of ,
commerce, whose laws it influences ever more strongly from now on.
Through its thousands of years of experience in the field of trade
management, Judaism brings with it a tradition of fighting methods that
h a v e so far proven to be absolutely victorious in history.

From now on, the transformation of the national economy in a nation
begins, a transformation whose direction of development is exclusively
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is conditioned by the leading melody: How and in what way can all
the goods of the people be transformed into movable commodities in
ordertobenefit from the "turnover" of the commodity, from the
"mediation” of the commodity. Judaism deliberately dissolves all ties
that stand in the way of the mobilization of values: not only with
regard to purely material values: everything is dissolved, right down
to the world view, for which purpose the most twisted fictions are
invented in order to achieve the goal, i.e. to make everything tradable.

It is not our task here to explain the individual stages .of this
development. Suffice it to say that hand in hand with this development from
pure trade to supremacy there is a massing of people in certain places and
that this i s the root cause of urban sprawl. For very specific reasons,
which we will not go into here, but which are rooted in capitalism, this urban
development goes hand in hand with the rural population being sucked out
of the country into the city. The city, however, is sterile in terms of
population policy and is in every respect a Moloch for the racial power of the
people. But since capitalism lives on the mobilization of values, it in turn
accelerates the development away from the countryside and towards the
city, namely through the spread of capitalist principles in agriculture, which
by its very nature cannot be tolerated. The depopulation of the countryside
and the massing of peopie in the swelling cities is the surest sign of
capitalism having come to dominate. The collapse of the state in question
will follow with absolute certainty in the event of foreign policy pressures.

The following is essential: As the countryside depopulates and the cities
swell, urban thinking takes over prevails and gives

the the character of governance. Urban and rural

thinking differ so fundamentally, however, because the city dweller
only learns to deal with dead matter, whereas the countryman learns to deal
with the laws of life,
i.e. wrestles with nature, from which it must wrest its products. At this

moment in the development of a state there is now almost through
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It can be observed for the first time in history that the citizens become aware
of the danger of their state of affairs and seek a remedy: they instinctively
and sometimes consciously endeavor to create a new peasantry. This is the
time of peasant romanticism! Significantly, however, they try to master the
task from the point of view of the city dweller, i.e. they approach the
peasantry with an urban mindset and - only in the rarest of cases achieve
anything, because they do not get to the root of the problem: they do not
decide to break the supremacy of trade over the national economy, to
introduce sound economic principles and to convert the entire
national economy to an economy based on the satisfaction of needs.
However, the economy of satisfying needs has one prerequisite:
namely the nourishment of the people who want to and should produce
something, because no human being is able to accomplish economic or
cultural achievements in the long term without a supply of food. Therefore

is the securing the nutritional basis
in one state with a planned
satisfaction of needs6economy the
prerequisite of all economic

considerations. For a national state this means quite simply that
it must secure its food supply on its own soil in order not to leave itself at
the mercy of foreign countries in this vital area. This means, however,

that in a completely nationally organized structured and
managed national economy the
agriculture, as the guardian and
guarantor of the of the people's food
supply, is not a part of this national economy. is, but
its precondition . In other words:
The position of agriculture in the state is always
the surest indicator of whether the capitalism
has capitalism reigns supreme or whether it is a

planned, managed economy for the satisfaction
the the national economy.

5 Darré
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It is by no means a coincidence or the pure result of a national economic
theory that Old Fritz, who trusted only in himself and his state, saw the grain
policy of his country as the axis of all his economic considerations, while
the Germany of the chancellors from Caprivi to Briining is characterized by
an astonishing blindness to any sensible grain policy.

If one therefore a truly national state, it
must be created from the rural economy. from build and
industry and trade into the national economy

according to need.

Such a state will then have to take the laws of agriculture into account
first and foremost if it wants to achieve anything, and if possible will not
assign this task to the urban intellectual. Once such a state has been
created, however, certain laws for the development of its internal market,
as indeed for the internal structure of the state in general, will follow of their
own accord: its relationship to the space in which it finds itself will then also
follow certain laws, from which in turn its foreign policy can be logically
derived.

In Germany today, we are still in a state of peasant romanticism, i.e. we
have already become an urbanized people who have understood that their
downfall is sealed if their peasantry is destroyed. And, as has always been
thecaseinhis tory,today too, prescriptions are being touted to remedy
the evil, which are mainly the product of urban intellectualism, although
these urban intellectuals usually do not realize that they are curing the
symptoms instead of getting to the root of the problem. With allotment
gardens and private homes, with small settlements and peasant
romanticism, with vegetarianism and naked culture, with plucked violin and
stockinglessness, they believe they can banish the evil without noticing the
diabolical grin of capitalism, which, after all, is only happy if people make
themselves as healthy and homely as possible in a fine system with
allotment gardens and private homes, with garden cities and small
settlements. But in the end, all of these means only achieve the following



Bur Wictergeburt bes Bauerntums 67

nothing, unless one breaks the rule of capitalism, because with all the
means indicated above one cannot stop the mobilization of all things caused
by capitalism and the dissolution of all moral values caused by it, and thus
with all the efforts one would only stop the decay for a while without being
able to avert it. .

People are making themselves very comfortable today. They simply
say: industrialization caused the city and its unsocial conditions, and so
it is only a matter of transforming the unhealthy urban conditions into
healthy rural ones and everything is i n perfect order: which means that
"industrialization" is simply accepted as a kind of natural development.
But industry does not grow and has not grown like the lilies of the field!
An industry must first be allowed to develop and then be able to develop.
The "may" is a matter of law, the "can” is a matter of money. Therefore,
industrialization in Germany did not fall from the sky like' a natural
phenomenon and suddenly appear, but first the old German economic
law had to be changed so that capitalism could do something with it and
there were no longer any legal barriers to the establishment of industries,
and then, with the benevolent assistance of the world bankers of the
time, the money available in other countries, especially France and
England (savings of the middle class there), was injected into these
industrial start-ups. We owe the first, the change in the law, to
Hardenberg, but the second was largely due to the friendly efforts of the
House of Rothschild. The result was the economic development of the
19th century and today's chaos. Statesmen like Baron vom Stein
predicted this development with pinpoint accuracy. That is why we still
speak with great respect of the "great" reformer Hardenberg! However,
perhaps some of our readers will now decide to avoid using the term
. "Stein-Hardenberg reforms" in future, as this is a contradiction in terms
when you consider the quite contrasting reformatory intentions of Stein
and Hardenberg.

5*
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Whoever wants a rebirth of the German peasantry must take the trouble
to think through the laws of national economic logic coolly and clearly and
then apply them. On the basis of the reborn peasantry, the repair of the
social damage of the city must then be t h e consequent effect of healthy

economic development in the German state: settlements and
homes are then natural results
of this on on the principles of
labor and not of commerce. state. Settlements and
homes are then the consequence
economic reason and social peace, not their cause.

Anyone who is unwilling and unable to realize this is and remains a
peasant romantic; he remains stuck in this ideology, however "realpolitik™
and "practical” he may think he is. Such a person is possibly more
dangerous for the recovery of the German people than any indifferent fellow
countryman: for he possibly only diverts the attention of awakening
Germans from the root of the evil and gives r i s e to the dangerous opinion

that one can m a s t e r the evil with basically convenient means.



Our way

1.4. ly?4

Anyone who pays close attention to the intellectual currents of our time
and learns to distinguish between undercurrents and overcurrents will
soondiscover the following fact: Two fundamental enemies of a
Germanic humanity by virtue of the laws of life, and also through all
periods of history its b e - known opponents, the Judaism

and thelesuites -tum, have a
conspicuous concern to keep down in the consciousness of the
German people the realization that the heathen Germanictumw a s
sedentary and peasant. Rather, these powers endeavor by all means,
often with an dlmost droll scientific egg-dancing, to maintain the delusion
among the German people that our Germanic ancestors were No maden,
i.e. wandering migratory peoples who, as wandering shepherds or parasitic
conquerors, threatened and subjugated peoples o f non-Germanic origin.

As far as Judaism is concerned, its attitude to this question is not
surprising, at least not if one knows the root of its existence and is therefore
aware of the Jewish law of life. In the excellent short story "History on a
racial basis"”, Dr. Johann vonLeerS says: "An originally desert tribe, the Cha-
biri, a p p e ar s on the border of ancient Egypt in the 14th century before
Christ. They took part in the domination of Egypt by the Hykfos, the so-
called shepherd kings, who exercised foreign rule over Egypt for eighty
years. This is where the great change takes place: in connection with Negro-
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troopsand the domestic criminality try to
the HyksoS their tyranny over Egypt
over Egypt. When they When they were

driven out, the people of Israel no longer migrated as a tribe of be-
duins, as they had come, but became parasitic in long exploitative rule.
Many rabble people moved with them (Ex 12:38). The crime becomes almost
a religious duty for him. 'l (Yahweh) will also give this people sight with the
Egyptians, so that when you go away, you will not go away empty-handed.
But every woman shall ask her neighbor and her neighbor's wife to lend her
silver and gold utensils and clothing, and you shall put them on your sons
and daughters and deprive the Egyptians of their property” (Ex 3:21/22). The
raw cry of unleashed criminality resounds through the history of the
conquest of Canaan. It is not peasants who come to seek land, but parasites
to exploit and destroy. My (Yahweh's) arrows shall be drunk with blood, and
my sword shall devour flesh." (Deut. 32:42).

"And when Yahweh your God reveals them (the foreign nations) t o you

and you have defeated them, then you shall execute the ban on them (i.e.
exterminate them root and branch, men and women, children and even
livestock). You may not (!) impose peace terms on them, nor show mercy to
them." (Deut. 7:2) "You shall